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ARTICLE Xill. 


This Piece was tranfmitted hither from one 
of the Weftern Iles of Scotland, The Au- 
thor is Mr. John Mac Pherfon, a Clergy- 
man. The reverend Perfon whom it oppofes 
2s diftinguifhed by Qualities more valuable 
than his great Erudition. His Regard for 
Truth, his Candour, the Sweetnefs of his Diz/- 
pofition and Behaviour, render him yet more 
eftimable. Iam fecure of his being no way 
offended with the Publication of this Letter, 
Lf he be convinced thereby of any Error, he 
will be pleafed with the Detection: If it 
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rectifies bis Sentiments on a Point of Confe. 
quence, he will be thankful: If he finds no- 
thing therein to convince him, or worthy of 
bis Notice, he will fignify it by his Silence: 
And if be thinks it deferving of a Reply, bis 
Antagonift may depend upon being treated 
neither with ill Nature nor ill Manners, 


Tothe Author of the Hiftory of the Works 
of the LEARNED. 


SIR, 


ise@riF IND the ingenious Tranflator of 
| Archbifhop Kixg’s Book concerning 
| the Origin of Evil, undertakes to fhew 
4} the Inconclufivenefs of an Arguiment 
drawn by a late able Writer, from the 
Uniformity, Simplicity, and Invariablenefs of 
antecedent Neceffity, tor proving the Unity of the 
Divine Nature. It is far from being Matter of 
Wonder, that Free-thinkers of a metaphyfical 
Turn of Thought, honeft Free-thinkers too, fhould 
defpife fome of the Proofs commonly brought for 
eftablifhing the Belief of this effential Point. 
But that an Author who maintains a very honoura- 
ble Poft in the Commonwealth of Learning, an 
Author who has diftinguifh’d himfelf in the De- 
fence of true Religion, an Author at open War 
with all the Friends of Atheifm and Infidelity, 
fhould condemn all thefe Proofs in the Lump, 
and publifh to the World, that he thinks it impof- 
fible to evince the Exiftence of one only indepen- 
dent Being, is to mé extremely furprifing.— I al- 
ways thought that Article,of our Faith was fup- 
ported by ftrict, unexceptionable Demontftrations ; 
nor dil I apprehend that a Chriftian er 
wou 
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would endeavour to bring a different Way of 
Thinking into Fafhion.— However, upon feeing 
a Perfon of Mr. Law’s extraordinary Penetration 
in difcovering the Flaws of an Argument, pro- 
nounce his Sentence againft the Sufficiency of thofe 
Reafons, whereon this Part of our Belief is founded, 
I almoft began to accufe myfelf for giving in to the 
common Notion ; fuch a mighty Strefs did I lay on 
his fuperior Judgment.— But upon a ferious Exami- 
nation of the Matter, and after carefully weighing 
the Difficulties that occurred on each Side of the 
Queftion, I faw, methought, there was little Caute 
to repent, and, in fpite of a very favourable Pre- 
poffeffion, could not help concluding, thae what 
that excellent Gentleman has advanced on this im- 
portant Subject, is much the weakeft Thing in that 
valuable Performance I have juft now in my Eye ; 
a Performance which, inmy humble Opinion, can- 
not be fufficiently commended, and which I reckon 
it one of the happieft Circumftances of my Life to 
have perufed, after having been miferably puzzled 
by the many formidable Objections ftarted by the 
celebrated Mr. Bayle, againit che common Methods 
of accounting for the Origin of Evil. With what 
View they have been ftarted by that ftrange 
great Man, God only knows; whether from a real 
Prejudice in favour of Manichean Principles, or 
from an honeft whimfical Defign of confounding 
the Pride of human Reafon, or from a ferious Inten- 
tion of paving the Way for introducing his beloved 
Scepticifm into the World, is no eafy Matter to 

determine, 
fam very fenfible, that any one whd dares mea- 
fure a Sword with an Adverfary of fuperior Skill 
and Strength, renders himfe]f at once obnoxious to 
Danger and Ridicule; and therefore I could moft 
heartily have wifhed that fome great Matter of 
M 2 Reafon 


4 sp 08 
aime 


» YUSEF 


roeltey® 
eae se 


ge eS Aili ogee 
we 


ee ee 
=e, T* ss 


Po ew 
wa era et 
ee aa 


he e 


ee - . Sg OE ; 
bell Sm * werd i inmaeaal 
eS ened : aa “ : 


2s 











160 The Works of the LEARNED. Art. 13: 


Reafon had engaged in this Difpute, and attempted 
in good Earneft to lay open the Falfhood, and let 
me add, the pernicious Tendency of Mr. Law’s 
Doétrine.—But as this ufeful Work has been hither- 
to neglected, for any thing I ever could learn, (my 
Situation in the World being fuch, that I can have 
little or no Communication with the Republick of 
Letters) :—As the Thing itfelf is of very great Con- 
fequence:—And as not a few may incline to believe 
that the Caufe of Irreligion may be fomewhat put 
in Countenance, by the Endeavours of fuch a nice 
difcerning Metaphyfician, to expofe the Weaknelfs 
of the ftrongeft Arguments with which the com- 
mon Hypothefis is defended, I dare flatter myfelf, 
that fome may poffibly excufe my Zeal, or at leaft 
wifh me well, for fhewing a hearty Concern for 
what I efteem a fundamental Truth, how far foever 
I may be fhort of the learned Gentleman on the 
other Side of the Queftion; and indeed the Ine- 
quality of the Match is but too vifible to every 
one, 

And now, Sir, if in a Vacancy of the Prefs you 
may think it worth while to fill up fome few 
Pages in one of your Repudblicks, with the little 
Reflections I have made on this Subjeét, you will 
do me a Pleafure ; and poffibly the Publication of 
thefe rambling Thoughts may produce one good 
Effect: For who knows but it may open a new 
Scene of Controverfy, and either encourage Mr. Law 
to fet his own Scheme in a fairer Point of Light, 
fo as to prove the Truth of it beyond Contradiction, 
or, what J prefume will be a more natural Suppofi- 
tion, wake. up the Zeal of fome great and good 
Man, who may gladly take this Opportunity to 
demonftrate the Propofition now in debate. So 
that it may appear to every thinking difinterefted 
Perfon, that the Unity of an eternal independent 

Caule 
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Caufe is a principal Article of Religion, Natural 
and Revealed.—But be the Confequence what it will, 
I have refolved to lay the following Obfervations 
before you.-—-Whether they may be of any Ufe in 
the prefent Controverfy, you are at liberty to de- 
termine, after I have fairly reprefented the true State 
of the Queftion. 

Mr. Law, in one of his Notes,* wherein he en- 
deavours to overthrow fome little Criticifms made 
on his Remarks by Mr. Fack/on, makes no Scruple 
to acquaint the Publick, that «* to him who is 
“¢ obliged to draw all his Arguments concerning 
‘s a Deity from his Works, it would be hard to 
*¢ demonftrate againft the Suppofition of divers 
‘¢ uncaufed Beings governing in their feveral 
*¢ Provinces, and each producing what is poffi- 
‘¢ ble or fit for him to prodyce.’—— Our Au- 
thor talks more dogmatically in another Paffage.” 
‘© There may be (fays he) two or more necef- 
‘ farily exiftent Beings, governing in their feveral 
¢ Provinces, and independent of each other, though 
‘* with regard to our Syftem, there can be but one 
*¢ fuch.’"—-And in another Place, «* The Phve- 
* nomena of Nature lead us up to one firit 
‘© Caufe, which is fufficient for their Introduction, 
*¢ and therefore none elfe is neceffary. -- And though 
‘¢ feveral more independent Beings might poflibly 
** exilt, yet they would be no Gods to us, nor we 
‘s any thing to them. Since therefore the fame 
‘© Reafon holds for no more than one fuch, to 
‘s fuppofe more than one fuch ts at leaft unreafona- 
‘¢ ble.’—_-T hus one would be apt to conclude, from 
the latter End of this laft Paragraph, that Mr. Law 
reckons the Suppofition of two or more uncauied 
Beings a very abiurd one. But it isnot fo. On 
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the contrary, he reprimands Mr. Fack/on for draw- 
ing fuch an Inference from his Words, and tells 
you, he would gladly underftand how that Gentle- 
mai came to argue after that manner, ‘* To fup- 
«« pofe more than one independent Being is at 
<* Jeaft unreafonable.”—Thefe are the Tranflator’s 
Words; ** therefore (anfwers Mr. Fack/on) there 
«< can be but one fuch,.” 

I confefs, ic does not appear to me, that this In- 
ference is juft; becaufe, by an unreafonable Sup- 
pofition our.Author meant, not an Hypothefis in it 
felf falfe or inconfiftent with the Principles of Truth, 
but one fupported by no Reafons known or dif- 
coverable by us, And certain it is, that though 
Suppofitions or Hypothefes of that kind are not to 
be built on, yet, when once they are propofed, it muft 
be a Thing quite unphilofophical, to affirm pofi- 
tively that they are abfolutely falfe. But, methinks, 
after all it is fomething hard, che almoft univerfal 
Belief of all thinking Men fhould be left on fuch a 
flender Foundation as this. ‘There is no Reafon 
known to us, why we fhould think there is a Mul- 
titude of Gods, and therefore we believe there is but 
one fuch Being 3; when, if nothing better can be faid 
for us, an Advocate for Polytheifm may plead, with 
equal Juftice, that there is no certain or convincing 
Reafon known to us, why we fhould believe the 
Exiftence of one only eternal Caufe, and therefore 
there is no Danger in believing more than one fuch 
to have an actual Exiftence. This very fame Hinr, 
one would think, i purfued clofely, might go a 
good way to difcredit this ftrange Article of 
Mr. Law’s Philofophical Creed; but as a much 
more heavy Charge may be formed againft it, I 
fhall yuft now wave this Confideration, and proceed 
directly to fome other Arguments, 


And 
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And Firft, Were it poffible there fhould be 
a Number of independent Beings, two of them 
might have joined in the Formation of our 
Syftem, and may now concur in the Admini- 
{tration of it. But if this Confequence be juft, it 
is impeffible to prove, with any fatistactory Ar- 
cument, much lefs in the way of {trict Demonftra- 
tion, that this our World depends only upon one 
fuch Being for its Exiftence and Prefervation ; and 
were that once admitted, there can be no greater 
Abfurdity in fuppofing a thoufand Almighty Col- 
leagues employed al] at once in the Produétion and 
Government of this Syftem, than in fuppofing one 
only. If it be faid that the nine hundred and ninety- 
nine more would be fupernumerary or ulclefs, I 
anfwer, that the fame Reafon holds againft the 
Exiftence of any more than one uncaufed Being. For 
if the Creator and Governor of our World be all- 
fufficient and every way perfect, (and that he mutt 
be fo, will poffibly appear in the Sequel of this 
litle Effay) all the other imaginary independent 
Beings may be difpented with, and turned out of 
their chimerical Exiftence. ‘This, I fancy, is fuffi- 
ciently plain. And then it is inconceivable how 
an allwife, allmighty Agent (and fure the Author of 
our Syftem cannot fall fhort of fuch a Character) 
fhould be any way unfit for managing the moft ex- 
tenfive Province that can be. And if to this Confi- 
deration you add the Idea we all form of the Divine 
Goodnefs, how is it poffible for us to believe that 
this glorious Perfection, the moft amiable one that 
can dwell in the Divine Mind, muft, by a hard Ne- 
ceffity proceeding from external Reafons or Cautes, 
no matter which of them, be pent up within more 
narrow Limits than have been affigned to it by its 
own proper Nature. 

In a word, if the Sufficiency of one eternal 
Caufe be Reafon enough to believe, that we the In- 

M 4 habitants 


es 


oe! “en 
9 tee Sy pee ORT Shae 
a, : 


SSP Sh les 
all 


o~ 








164 The Works of the LEARNED. Art. 13, 


habitants of this World depend only on one fuch 
Being for our Life and all, the fame very Reafon 
will prove, with the Force of a thoufand Demon- 
{trations, that the felf-originated Caufe from which 
we have received our Exiftence, is the only eternal 
Principle in being, unlefs it can be made appear 
that there may be a Tafk too heavy for him; a 
Notion no Man will undertake to defend, unlefs he 
be for attributing fome one Imperfection or other to 
the Deity, either natural or moral. 

I forefee a very plaufible Objeétion may be made 
to the Suppofition of two or more independent 
Beings, if we put the Cafe, that they once were 
Sharers in the Creation, and are now fo in the 
Government of one and the fame Syftem, viz, 
that if [Matters were on this odd Eftablifhment, 
all the intelligent Beings in this Syftem we are 
talking of, muft unavoidably meet with endlefs 
Difficulties in the Bufinefs of Divine Worfhip, 
as being never able to find out, whether they 
fhould pay religious Homage to two Gods, or 
one only ; and that though they could get them- 
felves fer right in this Particular, it would be im- 
practicable for them to know what Proportion of 
Adoration they fhould give each of their Soveraign 
Matters, In anfwer to this, [ would have the fol- 
jowing Things contidered. 1. It may be exceeding 
eafy for the two independent Caufes in the Suppofi- 
tion, to let the reafonable Part of their Subjects 
underftand that they are under the Jurifdi¢tion of 
two united or confederate Powers. And to be fure, 
it could be no hard Tafk for both or either of thefe 
Deities to publifh a full and exact Revelation of their 
Will, fo as to teach the moral Inhabitants of the 
World, wherein we have fuppofed them equally con- 
cerned, what Tributes’ of Praife, Gratitude, €9#c. 
they are to fend in to their Lords and Mafters, he 
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how much they fhould allot for each. If you fay, 
that no fuch Revelation was ever made, and that 
therefore this Notion muft be falfe and extravagant ; 
I anfwer, that no reafonable Man was ever taught 
by Revelation, whether internal or external, that 
two or more fupreme, eternal, independent Beings, 
have an actual Exiftence:* Therefore, there nei- 
ther is or can be a Plurality of fuch Beings; that 
is to fay, if the preceding Exception be good. 

2. Thefetwo Deities or independent Caufes, call 
them what you will, may foon adjuft Matters fo, as 
that the Worfhip given to the one may turn to the 
Honour of both, and be accepted by each, putting 
the Cafe only that they live in Peace and Harmony ; 
which is far trom being an abfurd Fancy: and 
could we, by indulging a licentious Imagination, 
bring ourfelves to think that a Spirit of Difcord 
and Jealoufy can find room in fuch exalted Minds, 
it might be much more warrantably fuppofed, that 
our two independent Principles have created two 
different Worlds or Syftems in Conjunétion with one 
another’; and that upon the Foot of a Treaty of 
Partition (excufe the Phrafe) the Homage paid by 
all the rational Creatures in one of thefe Worlds, is 
entirely appropriated to one of thefe two Deities, 
and, by way of Compenfation, all the religious 
Services performed in the other, wholly made over 
to the fecond. 

3. It being a very unworthy Apprehenfion, that 
an infinite Mind can be actuated by any low igno- 
ble Paffion, I could almoft think, that the indepen- 
dent Principle, that in our poor Way of ‘Thinking 
is injured, by being robbed either of a Part or the 
whole of that Honour to which he has an undoubted 


* The A€tuality of their Exiftence muft neceffarily follow 
epon the Poffibility of it, as will be proved by and by. 
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Title, would never refent that Indignity, while the 
neighbouring God, whom he loves entirely, is wor- 
fhipped at his Expence, though without any real Pre- 
judice to him: And were it otherwife, it is plain, 
thofe two infinite Neighbours would be far from 
loving one another fo warmly, as fome little Mor- 
tals, fuch as Damon and his Sicilian Companion, 
Pylades and Oreftes, Achilles and Patroclus, are re- 
ported to have done. In fhort, if there could be 
two or more fuch Beings at all, to be fure they muft 
be the ftrongeft Friends in the World ; for I reckon 
the Manichéan Scheme deferves no manner of no- 
tice; and confequently the Creature that throws 
himfelf on the Protection and Mercy of either, 
muft be dear to both or to neither ; and fo there 
could poffibly be no great Harm in the Miftake we 
have fpoken about jul now. 

Laftly, As our religious Services are calculated 
only for promoting our own Happinefs, together 
with that of our Fellow-Creatures, though it were 
certain that there are two Gods or independent Be- 
ings, to whom we are under the fame or equal Ties 
and Obligations, I cannot fee the Neceffity of their 
revealing fo much tous, fince the great Scheme and 
Defign of their Providence may perhaps be an- 
{wered well enough without fuch a thing ; and fince 
fuch Revelation could not but unavoidably create 
more Trouble and Perplexity to us, without doing 
any real Good to the Authors of it: hence one 
would be apt enough to infer, that no fuch Revela- 
tion fhould be defired, or could be reafonably ex- 
pected, even though there were two fupreme Co- 
adjutors at the Head of the Univerfe. 

You may eafily, Sir, obferve, that this is only what 
you call an Argument 2d hominem; I intend it for 
fuch. Mr. Law affirms, there can be but one neceffari- 
ly exiftent Being with regard to our Syftem, It were 

to 
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to be wifhed he had given us his Reafons for thiS 

ofitive Affertion. Once he admits the Poffibility 
or actual Exiftence of two or more uncaufed Be- 
ings, to prove that they cannot be concerned in the 
fame individual Syftem, is poffibly more difficult 
than he was aware of. And it is my fettled Perfua- 
fion juft now, though I allow every Man full Li- 
berty to think for himfelf in this as in all other 
Cafes, that thefe two Propofitions muft ftand and 
fall together. 

After all, I am exceeding indifferent about the 
Succefs of this Argument, how much foever J have 
infifted on it, provided any of the remaining’ ones 
anfwer the Defign. But before I proceed further, 
you will fuffer me to tranfcribe the following re- 
markable Words of our Author from his Pofticript 
at the End of the fecond YVolume.* ‘* As Ne- 
‘“* ceffity of Exiftence is beyond our Comprehen- 
‘s fion, and the Being or Beings to whom we ap- 
‘“‘ ply it are fo too, there may be a Number of 
“< necefflarily exiftent Beings, as well as different 
‘¢ Neceffities, for any thing that we know.” And 
(continues he) *«* We fay there is no Contradiétion 
‘¢ to our Ideas, in fuppofing more than one inde. 
‘¢ pendent Being, and therefore the contrary can- 
‘¢ not be demonftrated.” Thus he. How con- 
fiftently with Truth and Reafon, I am now to exa- 
mine, 

In the fecond place then, If there be no Contradic- 
tion to our Ideas in {uppefing more than one indepen- 
dent Being, it neceffarily follows, that more than one 
fuch can exift ; elfe we are pofleffed of a Faculty ca- 
pable of conceiving Things whofe Exiftence implies a 
downright Contradiction ; which is manifeftly abfurd. 
For Example, to fay that we can form an Idea of 
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a Square whofe Diagonal is lefs than any one of 
the parallel Sides, or of a Circle whofe Radius is 
equal to its whole Diameter, inftead of being a 
Compliment, is certainly an Affront to human Rea- 
fon. ‘ Therefore, if there be no Contradiction to our 
Ideas in fuppofing more than one independent Be- 
ing, the Confequence is juft enough, viz. that more 
than one fuch Being may exift. But if a Number 
of fuch Beings can exift at all, they cannot but 
exift in Fact, Elfe their Exiftence is poffible and 
impoffible at the fame time; poffible according to 
the Suppofition; impoffible according to this in- 
difputable Principle, that if a neceffarily exiftent 
Being once were not, or now is not, nor fhall ever 
actually be, it could not be at all, elfe it would 
produce itfelf, or be made by nothing as an efficient 
Caufe, or be produced by fome extrinfick Princt- 
ple or Agent; the two former of which Suppofitions 
are much below the Notice of a reafonable Man to 
be ferioufly confuted, and the Jaft direétly incon- 
fiftent with the Nature of the Thing, as well as 
with 2 Part of the Hypothefis, So that if a Plu- 
rality of neceflary independent Beings can exift at 
all, they cannot in any Shape but actually exift. 
But now, if two or three eternal independeat Be- 
ings can exift, a thoufand, a million, an infinite 
Number of them may and muft aétually exift, if 
there be any Strength in our Argument; and confe- 
quently, if we embrace Mr, Law’s Opinion, and 
purfue it as far as it can go, it muft hereafter be aa 
Article of our Faith, religious fhall I call it, or 
philofophical, that there are Millions, that there is 
an infinite Number of Gods, or any thing elfe you 
pleafe to name them, actually in being. | 

I know Mr. Law will have it, that all Quantity, 
and Number in particular, is utterly repugnant to 
the Notion of Infinity ; becaufe, forfooth, every 


Quantity 
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Quantity mutt be confidered by way of Parts or 
Succeffion. What Idea that ingenious Writer may 
have of Infinity, I am not able to determine ; but 
this I dare maintain, though with all Submiffion, 
that according to his Way of Reafoning, the Num- 
ber of independent Beings muft be boundlefs or un- 
limited, and that is what we commonly mean by 
infinite, at leaft in the prefent Cafe. If it were 
otherwife, the Number muft be limited either b 
{omething or by nothing; if by nothing, then it is 
infinite in my Acceptation of the Word ; if by fome- 
thing, I would fain know what that fomething 
can be, other than the Will or Pleafure of thefe in- 
dependent Beings, or the fuperior Power of fome 
one of them, or the Nature of that uniform Ne- 
ceffity, or, if you will, thofe different Neceffities, on 
which we may conceive their Being is in fome man- 
ner founded. The two firft of thefe Notions carry 
their own Confutation about them, and the laft, one 
fhould think, is equally indefenfible. For, if there 
be a Number of different Neceffities, it muft be in- 
finite or boundlefs, elfe it muft be limited by fome- 
thing or by nothing ; if the laft, we are only where 
we were juft now; if the firft, Neceflity of 
Exiftence is turned into Contingency. For my 
own part, I find it impoffible to form any Idea of 
Neceflity of Exiftence (let other Gentlemen, who 
may have a different Caft of Mind, and a ftronger 
Apprehenfion, do it if they can;) I fay, that I do 
not find myfelf capable of conceiving Neceffity of 
Exiftencé, otherwife than as fomething fimple, uni- 
form and invariable; any more than I can think of 
different Kinds of Omnifcience and Almighty Power. 
But be the Number of Neceffities what it will, be ic 
finite or infinite, ftill thefe different Neceffities can- 
hot be confidered as fo many efficient Caufes, or fo 
many extrinfick Principles, antecedent to the Exif- 
tence 
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tence of fo many independent Beings. No, nor ig 
Mr. Law fond of that Notion. 

In fhort, if Number is or can be infinite, our 
Author, before he can be reconciled with his own 
Principles, muft allow, that there is actually an in- 
finite cen of Gods, or independent Beings, if 
he chufes that Name rather than the-other, becaufe 
there is no greater Contradiction to our Ideas in 
fuppofing Myriads of Myriads, Millions of Mil- 
lions of fuch Beings, and fo on without End or 
Poffibility of ftopping, than in fuppofing two or 
three only. But if Number muft at any rate be 
finite (and we fhall not wrangle about Terms or 
Definitions) then I hope my learned Adverfary, if 
I may venture to call him fo, without giving my 
felf too great a Figure in the Eye of the World, 
will not refufe me the Favour of thinking that it is 
indefinite, and fo the Number of Gods actually in 
being muft be equal to the Number of Parts in any 
Syftem or Mafs of Matter ; and every one knows 
that this has been proved to be infinite a thoufand 
times over and over, by many phyfical and geo- 
metrical Demonftrations. Here then we have an 
endlefs Number of Gods; and if the Tranflator 
fhould afk (give me Leave to call him fo, though 
he deferves a much more honourable Title) 
fhould Mr. Law, I fay, afk, where is the Ab- 
furdity in all this, in that Cafe I would humbly 
recommend the following Things to his Confidera- 
tion. 1. The infinite Benevolence of his Nature is 
thought, by fome of the ableft Divines in the 
World, the fureft, nay, the only Foundation of 
that Worfhip and Homage we are bound to give 
that independent Being in whom we are concerned ; 
and fure, a Difpofition to do all the Good he can, 
gives the Deity a better Claim to our religious 
Services than his Omnipotence, his All-comprehend- 
ing Knowledge, his Juftice or Eternity can give. 
Now, 
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Now, upon this Principle, fince every independent 
Caufe, once we fuppofe him an intelligent Being, 
mutt be infinitely good, or as full of Benevolence as 
can be, fince that Benevolence muft be univerfally 
diffufive, fince unlimited Goodnefs mutt incline to 
exert itfelf towards every Object within its Reach, 
if a moral Unfitnefs or Imperfection ftands not in 
the Way of its benign Influences; hence it will 
follow, that as- every independent Caufe in being 
muft carry a friendly Difpofition towards us, fo we, 
to make the propereft Returns in our Power, mutt 
be filled with Sentiments of Gratitude, and pay 
every one of thefe benevolent Intelligences thofe 
{mall Tributes of Praife, Love, Admiration, &#c. 
we are capable of giving. 2. Granting we have no 
fort of Connexion with any of the independent Be- 
ings, one only excepted, granting that they have 
nothing to do with us, nor we any thing with them, 
{till it may be a Queftion, whether we are not obliged 
in Duty, to imitate the Conduct of Epicurus and his 
Followers, who worfhipped the Gods upon account 
of their tranfcendent Excellencies, at the fame time 
that they thought themfelves out of their Reach 
every way. If moral Beauty is to be admired 
wherever it is, if the great and beft of Beings are 
to be always had in Efteem, if Virtue is to be 
loved for its own fake, even when we have no Pro- 
{pect of receiving any Benefit from it, provided 
always that it will do us no Hurt or Differvice; if 
all this be true, then it is at leaft highly probable we 
are bound, by a Duty arifing from the Reafonable- 
nefs of our Nature, from the Lovelinefs of moral 
Beauty, and from the Dignity of Virtue, to adore 
thefe feveral independent Beings, once we know 
that they have an Exiftence: And this is certainly 
a dead Weight on that curious refined Scheme of 
Polytheifm we are now confidering. But, perhaps, 
{ fhall be told that their Exiftence can never be 
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Uifcovered, and fo this Difficulty is nothing at all, 
This may be faid indeed; but then as I have réa- 
foned the Thing already, either we are certain there 
can be but one God, or, in other Words, it muft 
be a Contradiétion to our Ideas to fuppofe there can 
be more than one independent Being ; or, on the 
other hand, it muft be certain that an endlefs Num. 
ber of fuch Beings may, and actually do, exift; 
and confequently, the Difficulty I have mentioned 
juft now ftands in its full Force. 3. All the inde- 
pendent Beings in this Hypothefis would, one only 
excepted, be lazy Epicurean Deities, quite idle and 
unemployed § and, confequently, incapable of com- 
municating the Happinefs effential to themfelves, in 
any degree of meafure, to Creatures they might very 
eafily produce: Or it muft be faid, that any one of 
the whole Number is neither able nor willing to do all 
the Good that poffibly can be; or you muft main- 
_ tain another ftrange Do¢trine, viz. that thefe inde- 
pendent Beings fet Bounds to the Perfections of one 
another, I mean, to the Exercife of thefe Perfec- 
tions; or, laftly, that there is infinite Room for 
doing Good ; that, to fpeak in the Language of 
the Schoolmen, there is no ultimum poffibile to an 
Almighty felf-originated Agent ; and that number- 
Jefs Millions of independent Beings will find as much 
Work to do as they can accomplifh. So that the 
Reafon why any one of them ftops, is to be fetched 
rather from a free Determination of his own Will; 
than from the want of further Opportunities to at, 
or the want of new Subjects to work upon, Now, 
in my Way of conceiving Things, Mr, Law will 
not find his Account much in any one of thefe four 
Suppofitions. As for the firft, it is hard .to imagine 
how infinite Goodnefs can be fo hard-hearted; fo 
inconfiftent with its Name and Nature, fo. near 
a-kin to the vileft of Paffions, Malice and Envy; 
as never to communicate Happinefs, more or = 
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to any thing without itfelf ; when, according to the 
Rule of our Ideas, the Defign, the Temper, the Ufe 
and Perfection of it, is to overflow, and pour out its 
Bleffings every where around. For my own part, 
I muft think that to fay infinite Goodnefs, fup- 
ported by a Power able to do every thing, will ne- 
ver go out of itfelf, never {pread . abroad its kind 
Influences among inferior Beings who can be made 
happy by them, is juft fuch another Solecifm in 
Senfe and Language, as it is to fay, there may be 
infinite Knowledge without the Knowledge of any 
thing. 

As to tlie fecond Suppofition, we need not em- 
ploy much Time or many Words to confute it, 
A Power capable of producing the meaneft Infect, 
or even the leaft Particle of inanimate Matter, out 
of nothing, muft certainly be equal to any Tafk, 
unlefs there be any thing harder than to create fome- 
thing out of nothing. And for any Man to ima- 
gine that an independent Being who has produced 
fome living Creatures which are only one Remove 
from lifelefs infenfible Earth, and that certainly witli 
a Defign of giving them all the Felicity their Na- 
ture can bear ; to imagine, I fay, that fuch a Be- 
ing can be unwilling to do greater and better 
Things, or can be {paring of more valuable Gifts, 
than the poor Life and little Exiftence he has be» 
{towed on thofe Creatures, 1s at the fame time an 
Impeachment of his Wifdom, and a Diminution of 
his real Greatnefs and folid Glory, which is certain- 
ly founded on his Benevolence and the Good flowing 
from it. 

With regard to the third Suppofition, viz: that 
thefe independent Beings fet Bounds to one an- 
other’s Perfeétions, one of them, for Example, 
preventing his Neighbour from doing this or that 
kind Action, it is equally abfurd with the two 
former, For why fhould the Power or Good- 
N nefg 
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nefs of God be affected or reftrained by another 
independent extrinfic Principle, any more than his 
Omnifcience or Neceffity of Exiftence? As God 
is independent in his Nature or Manner of Being, 
he muft be fo alfo in all his Perfection, which in- 
deed are no more than another Name for his Na- 
ture or Manner of Exiftence, and muft confequent- 
ly be independent in his Operations too, and there- 
fore the Exercife of his Perfections cannot be 
confined by any without himéelf. 

Perhaps it may be objected here, that the God 
of our Syftem is frequently, and that without any 
Diminution of his Power or Goodnefs, hindered from 
doing all the kind Offices to his Creatures, which 
we may naturally fuppofe his Benevolence prompts 
him to; and if his Power and Goodnefs are re- 
{trained by the Perverfenefs of thefe little Creatures, 
why may not the fame Perfections, that is to fay, 
the Exercife of them, bein fome meafure ftraitened 
by the Decrees and Actions of fo many independent 
Neighbours? To this, I prefume, the Anfwer is 
eafy. The great Author of our Syftem has formed 
one general Plan, has contrived one great Scheme, 
which he keeps continually in his Eye, has con- 
ceived one grand Defign, which muft, in all Events, 
be put in Execution. Now, the Irregularities to be 
feen in the Conduct of thofe Creatures which aét an 
unreafonable Part, have been confidered by the all- 
wife Contriver of this Plan, and it was found by 
that allecomprehending Mind, which alone is Ma- 
{ter of the great Art of bringing Good out of Evil, 
that they might be made fubfervient to the grand 
Defign he had formed, that is to fay, the doing all 
the Good in his Power, by making his Creatures in 
general happy, as ‘ar as the Nature of his univer- 
fal Syitem could bear. So that, ftri€tly and pro- 
perly fpeaking, neither the Goodnefs or Power of 
God are ftraitened by his own Creatures ; _— 

10W 





How undutiful foever fome of thefe may be, in 
fpite ‘of their Depravity and Wickednefs, they can 
never difturb the great Machine of the Univerfe. 
And though ‘it were, allowed that the Governor of 
our World is fomething confined by Laws efta- 
blifhed by himfelf, that he fhouid be hindered from 
doing, what is fit in itfelf, by other Caufes indepen- 


dent of him, is a quite different Cafe, and much 


more to his Difhonour. 

To come now to the laft Cafe we have put, name- 
ly, that there is infinite Room for doing Good,’ 
and that all the indeperident Beings in the Hypothefis 
will have, every one of them, as much Bufinef§ as 
they can difpatch, without interfering with one 4n-* 
other; this Suppofition, I apprehend, how plaufible ; 
foever it may be, will be of very little Service to. 
my ingenious Adverfary, And to thew, if poffible, 
the Reafonablenefs of this my Opinion, I fhall take 
the Liberty of propofing two or three plain 
Queftions. 1. I afk whether any one of thefe in- 
dependent Beings, for Example, the Great Author 
of our World, be able to create as many Syftems 
as can be conveniently laid out in that infinite Space, 
wherein the Power of an infinite almighty Agent 
can be exerted or employed. Let the Man who 
dares deny it, give his Reafons. Poffibly the Au- 
thor of our World will not do, cannot do fuch 4 
Thing, becaufe it is not fit or convenient he fhould 
encroach on the Province of fome other, one of 
more, independent Beings; that is to fay, in plain 
Englifh, itis fit that Almighty Power, directed by 
unerring Wifdom, and governed by unlimited Good- 
nefs, be hindered by the Oppofition made by fome 
great contending Powers, from executing a Defign 
or Work highly worthy of thofe glorious Perfec- 
fons, And here the old Queftion recurs, how a 
Being independent, with regard to its Nature and 
Kexiftence, can be dependent in his Defigns and 

N 2 Actions? 
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Aétions ? Or, why the Goodnefs and Power of an 
infinite Mind fhould be fubject to the Will of fome 
external Caufe, quite independent of it, rather than 
its Omnipotence or any other Attribute, natural or 
moral? But now, if the God of our World be 
able to produce as many Syftems as may conve- 
niently and ufefully be lodged in the vaft Immenfity 
of Space, (and whether Space be fomething or no- 
thing, is to me Matter of Moonfhine juft now,) to 
be fure, he muft be willing to do this great Work, 
as a Thing much more worthy his Goodnefs, 
than the finifhing a Part of it only. 

2. I afk, whether, after we have put the Cafe, 
that of five hundred independent Beings, every one 
creates a Syftem apart by himfelf, one of them, let 
him once more be the God of our World, would 
not have done more to his own Honour by having 
produced thefe five hundred different Syftems than 
he has done, by contriving only the little Spot now 
taken up by his Creatures ? If this would have been 
more to his Glory, one fhould think the acute and 
judicious Mr. Zaw might have been more cautious, 
and not have too rafhly confined the Borders of our 
God’s Empire, by fuppofing that a Multitude of other 
independent Beings. may exift with him, fince it does 
not appear he had plain Demonftration on_ his 
Side, or even any fpecious moral Reafons. 

3. afk, whether an, independent, almighty, and 
infinitely good Caufe, be not both able and willing 
to communicate as much Happinefs as the Nature oi 
Things can bear, or as much of it as the Univerfe 
can contain or receive? If he be able and willing, 
then all the other independent Beings in the Hypo- 
thefis, muft be turned into Epicurean Deities, as I 
have before faid. If not, he is neither independent, 
all-good, or almighty, at leaft according to the Ideas 
which we have learned to apply unto thofe Terms. 


Before 
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Before I difmifs this Head, it will not be impro- 
per to difcufs one Point more ; and that is, whe- 
ther the fame individual Neceffity of Exiftence, 
fimple uniform Neceffity, can be fuppofed to pro- 
duce fo many different independent Beings, in the 
fame manner in which it has given Perfections of 
different Sorts or Kinds to the Author of our 
Syftem. Mr. Law, to the beft of my Remem- 
brance, infinuates fomewhere, that this might have 
happened. But I hope the contrary will appear to 
be at leaft highly probable, from the following Con- 
fiderations. 1. His Neceffity of Exiftence is an 
Attribute or Perfection, which cannot but pre-fuppofe 
the Exiftence of fome Being or Subftance to which 
it belongs, To make it a Ground, Reafon or Caufe, 
why a Thing fhould exift, is, according to Mr. Law 
himfelf, in his Reafoning againft Dr. Clarke, to 
convert an Attribute, a Perfection, a Manner of 
Exiftence, into an efficient Caufe, antecedent, at 
Jeaft in the Order of our Ideas, to the Exiftence 
of an eternal felf-originated Principle. 2. His Ne- 
ceffity is fomething uniform, fimple and invariable s 
though we fhould allow it to be a Ground of 
Exiftence and in fome manner an active Principle, 
ftill it muft be unalterably determined to one par- 
ticular Method of acting, juft as the Principle of 
Gravity in Matter muft neceffarily determine every- 
body to exert a centripetal Force: And I cannot 
comprehend how Neceffity of Exiftence is able to 
produce a Number of independent Beings (though 
we fhould bear with the Impropriety of that Ex- 
preffion) unlefs it were endued with a Power of 
Self-determination. 3. If we fpeak juftly and phi- 
lofophically, perhaps it is not quite fo reafonable to 
fay, that there is a Variety of different Perfections 
in God, For my own part, I confider that admi- 
rable, incomprehenfible Being, as one fimple im- 
menfe Perfeétion; extending to all the Objeéts of 

N 3 Wildom, 














* - es ae 


178 The WorkS of the LEARNED. Art. 13° 
Wifdom, Power, Goodnefs, Juftice, &7c. and pro- 
ducing an infinite Variety of Effects, according ta 
the infinite Variety of Objects, by exercifing the 
very fame individual Attribute or Power. So that 
I am apt to think that thofe Perfections of God, 
which we draw up in Oppofition one to another, 

are the very felf-fame Thing in his infinite Mind, 
The common Phaenomena of Nature may. go 
fome way to illuftrate this Notion. The very fame 
individual Quality of Fire will very naturally pro- 
duce the moit diferent Effects in the World. The 
fame Heat will at the fame Inftant of Time foften 
and harden, melt and condenfe, according to the 
differing Qualities of the Subftances on which it 
works. Jutt fo, [ conceive, the very fame Perfec- 
tion in God rewards and punifhes, forgives and 
condemns, pours out the richeft Blefiings, and fends 
down the moft grievous Calamities, according to 
the Nature of thofe Objects, or the different Quali- 
tics of different Creatures with which he may have 
to deal. And though it be a Blunder in Language 
to fay, that the Mercy of God punifhes the 
Wicked, that his Juftice will forgive our Sins, &&c., 
yet, upon Reflection, it may poffibly appear to be 
no Solecifm in Senfe, that the fame Perfection of 
the Deity isemployed, his unalterable Reétitude we 
may call it, in fhewing Compaffion and Vengeance. 
Mr. /ollafton, if I mind right, has a Thought 
much of this kind in his Refigion of Nature De- 
lineated, and gives it as his Judgment, that it is 
fitter to fay the Reafon of God punifhes, rewards, 
forgives, €?c, rather than that one Sort of Actions 
proceed from his Juftice, a fecond Sort from his 
Mercy, a third Sort from his Knowledge or Wil- 
dom, and fo on as to other. Cafes. And if I un- 
derftand that excellent Writer’s Meaning, his No- 
tion and mine are much the fame Thing. And 
certainly, if it be a reafonable one, the Objection 
" | drawn 
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drawn, from the Difference of the Divine Perfec- 
tions, in order to prove that uniform Neceflity may 
produce a Number of different independent Beings, 
is all at once demolifhed. And now thirdly, 

Let us fuppofe, there are at prefent two in- 
dependent Beings in Nature; let us take the 
Liberty of giving them Names; let us call them 
A and B. I fhall venture to fay, that each 
of them muft be perfect, infinitely perfect, infinite 
every way. For if A, v. g. fhould be defedtive in 
any thing, or finite in any refpect, that Imperfec- 
tion or Finitenefs muft have proceeded from his own 
Nature, or muft have been owing to the Influence 
of fome foreign extrinfick Caufe. That Impertec- 
tion muft have necefiartly proceeded from the Na- 
ture of a Being endued with fome Perfeétions unde- 
niably infinite, feems to me an Abfurdity much of a 
piece with that in rhefe two Propofitions,—Darknefs 
muft neceffarily proceed from a luminous Body, and 
Light muft neceffarily flow from an opaque one. 
Eternity, Independency, Neceffity of Exiftence, are 
certainly Perfections, infinite Perfeétions, to be fure ; 
and that finite Wifdom, Power and Goodnefs, fhould 
dwell together with thole in the fame Subflance, is 
more than paradoxical. At this rate, the Simplicity 
of an independent Being ts entirely ruined, and God 
muft from henceforth be called a ftrange Compound 
of heterogeneous Parts, the moft unproportion’d of 
all the Things in Nature. For, where is the Pro- 
portion between finite Goodnefs and Eternity, which 
we may call infinite Exiftence ? Or, 1s there any 
between limited Power and abfolute Independency ? 
Further, if a neceffary Being can be fubject to any 


Imperfection, that Imperfection muft be either eflen-. 


tial to every independent Being as fuch, or muft be 
owing to the different Ways in which Neceffity of 
Exiftence exerts itfelf, or to the Will and Power of 
fome external Caufe. If the firft, then it is plain, 
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there can be no infinitely perfect Being at all; a 
Thing which I hope can never be demonttrated, 
becaufe there is no Contradiction to our Ideas in 
fuppofing the Exiftence of fuch a Being, If the 
fecond, Neceffity of Exiftence muft be endued 
with a Power of Free Agency, muft be an efficient 
Caufe, muft be variable in its Nature, or at leaft in 
its Operations, If the third, the Being in our 
Hypothefis is dependent and independent, necef- 
fary and contingent, at the fame time, 

From what has been faid, I may now venture 
to conclude that every independent Being muft be 
abfolutely perfect. If fo, A and B mutt be infi- 
nite every way, and confequently, the fame, nu- 
merically the fame, even while they are’ fuppofed 
to be two diftinét Effences. Elfe it muft be faid, 
that each of them has a peculiar Charaéteriftick, 
a Principle of Individuation, an effential Mark of 
Diverfity by which they are diftinguifhed one from 
the other. In anfwer to which Exception, it is per- 
haps enough to fay, that thefe Marks, Principles 
or Characterifticks, muft either be Perfeétions or |m- 

erfections, or 1 do not know what elfe. If Per- 
Feétions, B wants a Perfection that A is poffeffed 
of, € vice ver/a 5 fo that neither of them is abfo- 
lutely perfect, and are equal and unequal at the fame 
cime. If Imperfections, we fall back into the fame 
Abfurdity.' ‘If fomething elfe we have no Notion 
of, nor know what to call, I have nothing to fay 
for or againft it, and that may be the Cafe, for 
aught I know, with all other Men. Confequently, 
no reafonable Man will believe that there is, or 
that even there may be fuch a Thing, fuch Cha- 
racterifticks or Marks of Dijverfity, tll proved to 
his entire Satisfaction, a 

Again, whence could thefe Principles of Indi- 
viduation, €?¢, proceed? Not from uniform Ne- 
eeffity, nor from different Kinds of Neceffity, though 
we Beis Me it 
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it were admitted that there may be different Kinds 
of it; not from any external Caufe, nor from an 
arbitrary Determination of their own refpective 
Wills. ’ Therefore A and B muft be the felf-fame 
individual Being, once you fuppofe them indepen- 
dent and neceffarily exiftent. I prefume, that any 
other Exception that can be taken at this Argument, 
is not much worth the noticing, and therefore [ 
proceed to another. "$5 | 

Fourthly, then, There muft be fome one indepen- 
dent Being.: This I may lay down for a Poffulatum. 
It is poffible there may be an independent Being en- 
dued with infinite Perfections, The contrary at leaft 
can never be demonftrated, becaufe there is no Cone 
tradiction to our Ideas in fyppofing fuch a Being ; 
and fince we can frame a Notion of fuch a Being, 
his Exiftence is at leaft poffible. If it is barely 
poffible, fuch a Being muft actually exift, elfe his 
Fxiftence is poffible and impoffible at the fame 
time. Thefe two laft Propofitions muft ftand and 
fall with the Reafoning under the fecond Argu- 
ment. A Being infinitely perfect muft be infi- 
nitely good, powerful, and wife; a Being infinitely 
good muft either be under a moral indifpenfible Ne- 
ceffity of communicating as much Happinefs as his 
Power and Wifdom can allow; or is at Liberty to 
direét himfelf in the Diftribution of his Gifts and 
Favours by the Rule of his arbitrary Pleafure ; or 
may, if he inclines, never fhew his Benevolence at 
all to any thing without himfelf, and at the fame 
time keep his moral Character entire. If a Being 
infinitely good is under a moral Neceffity of doing 
all the Good in his Power, then it muft be a Con- 
tradiction to fuppofe the Exiftence of any other 
fuch Being or Beings. The Reafon is plain, The 
independent Being that is infinitely perfect, will, 
and, morally fpeaking, muft do all the Good that 
can be done. Therefore the other independent Be- 


ing 
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ing or Beings in Mr. Z2w’s Hypothefis, whether 
you fuppofe them finitely or infinitely good, finitely 
or infinitely powerful, can have no room to exert 
thefe Perfections, though they are under a moral 
Neceffity of doing it. To fay that an infinitely per- 
feét Being is indifferently free to do: no Good at all, 
or to fhew the Benevolence of his Nature to nothing 
without himéelf, poffible er aétual, is to fay, in other 
Words, that he will never incline to do what he al. 
ways mutt incline to do; for, what in the World is 
Goodnefs or Benevolence, but an Inclination, a 
Propenfity, a Difpofition to beftow Favours, or to 
communicate: Happinefs. To affirm that an inf- 
nitely’ perfeé&t Being will do fome Good, but not 
all in his Power, is to affirm that he can-act {fo in- 
confiftently with himfelf, as to preter what is more 
unfit, more unferviceable to the Creatures, more 
unworthy his own Greatnefs, to that which js moft 
fit, moft worthy, moft ferviceable. 

_ I dare not be dogmatical in fuch a nice, delicate 
Matter; but am humbly of Opinion, that we 
derogate nothing trom the Character of God, when 
we fay that he is under a moral Neceffity of carry- 
ing his Benevolence ‘as far as it can conveniently 
reach; any more than we offer an Indignity to his 
Name, by faying, that it is impoffible for him ta 
lye. This we all teach, though every one knows, 
that his Truth or Veracity is in the Clafs of his 
moral Attributes, and mutt of Confequence be un+ 
der the Direétion of his Free Will. We are told 
by fome able Writers, by fome of thofe who have de- 
ferved very well of Natural and Revealed Religion, 
that God mult have a phyfical Power to do Evil. 
But then, fay they, the unalterable Re¢titude of his 
Nature will hinder him for ever from exercifing that 
Faculty or Power: Nor do thefe Gentlemen fee, 
how he can be a Free Agent without fuch a phyfi- 


cal Power, Juft fo, 1 conceive, that an indepen- 
dent 
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dent all-perfeét Being has a phyfical Power of con- 


fining the Benevolence of his Divine Temper, by: 


doing no Good at all, or by doing lets of it than 


the Nature of things could bear ; but then I pre-. 


{ume the infinite Communicativenefs of his Mind 
will for ever hinder him from exerting that narrow- 
fpirited Faculty. Nor do I at prefent underftand 
why we fhould take greater Offence at the Impiety 
of a Libertine, who is infolent enough to maintain, 
that God is morally able to lye, than at the confi- 
dent Boldnefs of a Chriftian who dares venture to 
affirm, that the fame Glorious Being is morally ca- 
pable of leaving a good, a generous, a godlike 
Action undone, without any other Reafon than an 
arbitrary Determination of his own Fancy or Will. 
It is true, that an independent Being is under no 
Obligation to communicate any thing to his Crea- 
tures. This is certainly right, if taken in a par- 
ticular Senfe, as an Obligation fignifies a Rule, 
Law, or Tie arifing fram the Authority of a Ma- 
fter or Superior, But as God is bound to fpeak 
Truth invariably, from an Obligation founded on 
the Reétitude of his own Nature; fo, in my poor 
Judgment, he is obliged by a Rule or Law, found- 
ed on the Infinity of his Perfeétions, to carry his 
Benevolence as far as poffibly hecan. The ftrongeft 
Objection that can be made to this Argument is, 
that the unerring Wifdom of an infinitely perfect 
Being, his all-comprehending Knowledge, his ftrict, 
diftributive Juftice, €f¢. will teach him not to ene 
croach on the Province of other independent Caufes, 
and fo he will do not what is barely poffible, not 
every thing wherein he might difplay his Goodnefs, 
but what is fit or poffible for him to do in fuch and 
juch Circumftances. 

In anfwer to which, I would have it ob- 
jerved ; 1. That accordiag: to this Way of Rea- 
joning, there muft be fame things fit and unfit, 

- good 
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good and evil, antecedently to the Will or De. 
cree of an independent Being; a Doétrine which 
Mr. Law cannot away with. 2. There is no Con- 
tradiction to our Ideas, in fuppofing a Being inde. 
pendent in his Actions, as much as in his Nature 
or Manner of Exiftence. We can fuppofe the Ex- 
iftence of fuch a Being. Therefore, there muft be 
fuch a Being, and furely he muft be more great and 
glorious by having the whole Sphere of Poffibi- 
lities, the whole Univerfe of real Beings within the 
Bounds of his Province, than he could be, if con- 
fined to fome little particular Syftem. In a Word, 
there may be, there actually is fome one indepen- 
dent, infinitely perfect Being ; confequently he muft 
be the Author of all the Good in the whole World, 
either mediately or immediately. Confequently 
acin, there can be but one independent Being, en- 
duced with the Perfeétions of Goodnefs, Power and 
W ifdom, Py a | So: 

F culy, If two or more independent Beings can ex- 
ift, | don’t fee how the Polytheifm and Idolatry of the 
Heathen World could have been fo criminal, as 
they are reprefented in the facred Scriptures. Were 
unaffifted Reafon infufficient for difcovering the Ex- 
iftence of one only eternal and independent Princi- 
ple, ‘tis hard to think that thefe unhappy Men, 
whom Providence had placed in fuch Circumftances 
as made it impoffible, or at leaft extreamly difficult 
for them to know the Truth, without the Benefit of 
a fupernatural Revelation, fhould be doom’d to end- 
Jefs Mifery, for the fake of an Error purely invin- 
cible; or at beft, the very neareft thing to it. If 
a Number of eternal Beings have an aétual Exiftence, 
how could a poor bewilder’d Pagan {fatisfy himfelf 
that two or more of them were not employed to- 
gether in the Works of the Creation and Provi- 
dence: Once we fuppofe that a Plurality of Gods 
may or muft exift; “tis, I fancy, not fuch a po 
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Art.13. For SEPTEMBER, 1739. 189 


eafy matter to demonftrate the Unity of God, 
with regard: to our Syftem, ‘Fhere could be no 
great Harm in calling fo many of thefe indepen- 
dent Beings by the Names of Jupiter, Apollo, Pluto, 
Neptune, €§c. and the Fault of thefe poor Men 
feems to be ftill lefs, if we confider that -they be- 
lieved one of thefe Deities was uncontroulable and 
fuperior to all the reft. And if Mr. Law fhould 
own to a Heathen that a Number of eternal: inde- 
pendent Beings can exift, that is to fay, mutft really 
exift, I would gladly learn, how he could convince 
him that a Dozen of thofe, the Twelve named in 
the two known Lines of Enniuzs, cannot poffibly con- 
cur in the Management of this World; more efpe- 
cially fince one of the Twelve is fupreme and irre- 
fiftible, and the reft in a due Subordination to him. 
[ have now done with what I propofed to offer on oa 
this important Subject, and am afraid that a Rea- ea 
der fo converfant as you are with better Authors, bi 
muft be out of aJ] Patience, before you come to the Citas 
End of this Effay. If you think that I have done 
any thing tothe Purpofe, you may publifh this Let- 
ter in one of your Hiftories; but however you are } 
pleafed to determine as to that, I beg you will be 4 
tender of the Reputation of a young Correfpondent, | 
who, whatever Reception you may give his firft a 
Attempt, is, and always will continue 





STIR, + 


Auguts, Your moft obedient humble Servant 
1739. | 


J. M.P. 
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“ARTICLE XIV. 


The Genealogies of ‘fefus Chrift, as recorded 
by ‘St. Matthew and St. sake, POR 
examined, &c. 


HIS Work confifts of three Parts. An 

Account. has been given of the firft in our 
preceding Hiftory. We fhall now proceed to a 
View of the others in their Order. The fecond 
Part then is divided .by feven Seétions: In thefe 
Mr. Yardley confiders the Genealogy of our Lord, 
as given by St. Luke,. and reconciles it with the Old 
Teftament. 

St. Luke has ranged the feveral Perfons he has 
mentioned, in a Method different from the other 
Evangelift : ** For whereas St. Matthew begins with 
“© Abraham, and from him reckons his Defcendants 
“© downwards, St. Luke records them in a retro- 
“¢ grade Order, beginning with Fe/us, and from 
‘ him counting backwards up to the firft general 
“¢ Parent of Mankind.” Examples of both thefe 
kinds of Genealogies occur in the Old Teftament, 
each of them, Mr. Yardley fays, alike ufeful and 
clear: But as it may fomewhat facilitate his Inquiry, 
he takes the Liberty, in his Difcourfe on this of 
St. Luke, to invert the Courfe he followed, and to 
begin where his Genealogy ends. 

Accordingly, purfuing this Order, he recites the 
Names of all the Members of St. Luke's Series, 
quoting the Chapters and Verfes of the Old Tefta- 
ment where they are all likewife to be met with, ex- 
cept Cainan, “* who is not to be found there, tho’ 
<< our Ev; angelift hath placed him after the Flood, 
«as the Son of Arphaxad, and the Father of 
© Sala.” 


This 
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This Step of the infpired Penman hath: created 
his Commentators a great deal of Trouble, ’and 
has occafioned fome over-hafty Criticks to imagine 
an Interpolation here, while others of lefs Prety 
and Patience have been ready thereupon to give up 
his Infallibility : But tn the fecond Section our Au- 
thor has undertaken to fhew,‘ that ‘there is no Rea- 
fon to recur to’ the Suppofition of the Former, and 
that the Latter can make no jultifiable Excufe for 
their Treachery. The Difficulty he owns tobe very 
great; fuch as almoft deters him from entering upon 
the Solution of ‘it. ‘* But on the other hand; as 
«© he is fully fatished that the-infpired Writers ne- 
‘ ver, whenrightly underftood, contradict one ano» 
¢ ther, he fhall diveft himfelf of all manner of 
¢ Prejudice, and ufe his beft Endeavours to fatisfy 
«© the Doubts of himfelf, as well as of others; hav- 
“ ing firft declared the Veneration he has for thofe , 
«« oreat Names, whom he may chance to oppofe.” Li, 
In Confequence of this Refolution, he in the firft Pte 
Place thinks proper toexamine the Opinion of thofe, 
who, defpairing to untie the Knot, determine to 
cut ir, by difcarding Cainan out of the Text, as a ; 
Name that was never placed therein by the Hand ‘ 
of the Evangelift. Here is a very fhort Synopfis of | 
what he has offered for this Purpofe. 

The only Evidence we can have for the Authen- i 
icknefs of any Word or Paffage in Holy Writ, muft oF 
be taken from thofe ancient Copies of the Scriptures Yo 
which {till remain, or thofe ancient Verlions which | 
are now in being, and were tranflated from Copies | 
of good Authority.— There are feveral very ancient 
MSS. of the New Teftament yet extant, wrote in 
Countries far diftant from one another, and in diffee 
rent Ages; all which (one only excepted) agree in Pd 
inferting Cainan, in the difputed Paffage. And this 
Reading 1s farther confirmed by all the ancient Ver- | 

fions of the Gofpels; the Jralic, Coptic, Syriac, | 
Perfian, 


“a A 


“ 
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Perfian, Arabic, Ethiopic, the vulgar Latin, and 
the Gothic, none of which Jeave Cainan out of the 
Verfe. under Confideration. 7 

It. was not till about the fixteenth Century, that 
his name was ftruck out of the facred Canon, 
Theodore Beza was the firft who was guilty of this 
Prefumption. This Divine of Geneva, in the Year 
1556, tells us plainly in his Annotations ‘on 
Luke iii. 36. that be bad expunged Caiman from 
that Paflage, on the Authority of Mofes, and of « 
very ancient M.S. of the New Teftament, then in 
his Cuftody. Several learned Writers imitated his 
Conduét on no better Warrant than that he pro- 
ceeded on. mice 

«¢ As therefore the other learned Writers, who 
«¢ are for ftriking this Cainaz out of the Text of 
sc St. Luke, do not, (fo far as Mr. Yardley can 
«s fee) alledge any other Reafon than Conjeéture, 
< for this Rejection ; as they are induced to make 
«‘ this Alteration only to reconcile St. Luke with 
«© Mofes; as any two Authors may be thus arbi- 

¢ trarily reconciled by leaving out in one of them 
‘ what feems to contradict the Affertions of the 
<< other; as before any thing be ftruck out of 
‘the Text of an Evangelift, the Number and 
¢ Authority of the moft ancient Copies fhould be 
«< diligently examined; as Beza and his Favourers 
“c have nothing to alledge for this Alteration, but 
“«< the reading of one only Copy; it will be pro- 
s¢ per to examine what kind of Copy this is, and 
«¢ whether fo great a Strefs ought to be laid upon 
‘¢ it, as from thence to correct the facred Text, in 
‘¢ Oppofition to all other ancient Copies and Ver- 
“¢ fions whatfoever.” 

Accordingly Mr. Yard/ey has given us a very full 
Deicription of it, the Amount of which is, That 
this MS. is on Parchment, of a Quarto fize. 
{t is wholly written in Capital Letters, without any 

Diftinctior 
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Diftinétion of Words; which is, indeed, a pretty 
good Token of its Antiquity. The Length of the 
Lines is unequal, as Poetry is written. It contains 
the four Evangelifts in this Order, Matthew, Fobn, 
Luke, Mark, after which follow the Ai: of the 
Apoftles. Ut is torn and imperfect, It confifts of 
the Greek Text written on the right Leaf, and a ver- 
bal Latin Tranflation on the Lett. The Greek Text 
begins, Matt.i.20. The Latin Verfion, Matt.i. 12. 
the two preceding Leaves being loft. The Greek 
Text is greatly corrupted. The hiftorical Or- 
der of the Evangelifts is indeed obferv’d; but the 
Tranfcriber (or rather the Compiler) attempts ta 
render the Gofpels fuller, and fo often introduces fe- 
veral Words, fometimes whole Periods: And in or~ 
der to make the Hiftory clearer, takes the Liberty | 
to tranfpofe many Paffages of the Evangelift, and 
to infert many others from Writers of dubious Au-~ 
thority ; frequently to change the Number, the 
Cafe, the Gender, and the Tenfe; to abridge fome 
Paffages, and leave out others at his Pleafure. Of 
thefe Abufes Dr. Mil/s has given many Inftances, out 
of which our Author has felected one; the moft 
remarkable, perhaps, he fays, that is to be found ‘ 
either in this or any other MS. and relating efpe- } 
cially to the Point now under Confideration. In oe 
fhort, he has fubftituted a Genealogy of his own Koide 
in the Place of that of St. Luke; he has inverted i | 
the Order of the Defcents, jumbled parts of St. AZut- ee 
thew’s and St. Luke’s Genealogies together, {preading 7 
over the whole an univerfal Confufion,.* 

Upon the whole, Mr. Yardley fays, ** Let any one 
“now judge, whether fuch a Copy as this appears 

* This M S. formerly.belonged to the Monaftery of Jrenews at 
Lyons in France; there it had Jong lain in Duft and Obfcurity 3 
ullat length, in the beginning of the Civil Wars of that Country 
it came into the Hands of Beza A. D. 1562, who afterwards pre- k 
ented it ta the Univerfity of Cambridge, where it is {ll pre- | 
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“ to be, is fit to be put in Competition with al] 
<¢ other Copies and Verfions whatfoever ? Whether 
«© a Tranfcriber who hath in one Chapter, with a 
‘¢ fingular Boldnefs, left out the Names of between 
<< thirty and forty Perfons, and, without any War- 
st rant, inferted above twenty others in their room, 
‘¢ is fit to be brought as an Evidence for the 
«© Omiffion of Cainan ?— And whether we may 
<¢ not be allowed to conclude, that we have all the 
«¢ Warrant which ancient MSS. and Verfions can, in 
‘< any cafe, afford, to retain the fecond Cainan, as 
«¢ having been really placed in the Text of St. Luke, 
‘¢ by that infpired Penman himfelf.” 

Mr. Yardley knows (he fays) but of one Objec- 
tion that can be made to this Conclufion, whicir is 
this, That the primitive Fathers did not read thus, 
and that this fecond Cainan was not in the Copies 
ewhich fome of them ufed. 

Grotius was one of the Favourers of this Objec- 
tion, and he produces for its Support the Teftimony 
of /reneus;* but Mr. Yardley has expofed the Foun- 
dation of this Jearned Critic’s Miftake; and made 
it appear, with a great Degree of Probability, that 
there is no fufficient Reafon for fuppofing that an- 
cient Father rejected the Cainan in Dilpute. No 
more, as he fhews, did Clemens Alexandrinus. As 
to what Grotius fays, that Africanus doth not ac- 
knowledge Cainan, Mr. Yardley acknowledges, that 
both he and £u/ebius did omit him in their Liits of 
the Pofl-diluvian Patriarchs. 

On what Authority Eu/ebius neglected this Cainan, 
our Author fays, we know not; unlefs it be, as 
Syucellus conjectures, that he followed a faulty He- 
brew Copy. In fhort, Mr. Yardley looks upon his 
Conduét in this Particular as unaccountable ; and 
hints as if there were fome Ground for judging he 


* See his Comment on Lufe iii. 24. 
acted 
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acted in this Inftance with lefs Integrity than we 
might wifh for. 

As to Africanus’s Omiffion of Cainan, we find, 
he fays, it brought him into fuch Difficulties, as 
gives us fome Reafon to furmife, that he did it not 
upon good Grounds, ‘* He ufually holds with the 
“e Septuagint in his Chronology, and eipecially in 
«¢ allowing, according to their Calculation, 5500 
« Years from. the Creation to the Birth of Chri, 
«© But in this Particular, when he leaves out (zivax, 
‘© and his 150 Years, he is .fenfible that the Com- 
“© putation will fall fo many Years fhore of the laft 
«¢ named Sum. In order therefore to make up this 
‘¢ \)ifference, he inferts thefe 150 Yoors into the 
Time of the Judges; that fo, notwithitanding 
“© the Omiffion of Cainan, he may {till reckon 
“ 5500 Years from the Beginning of the World 
«© to the Birth of our Saviour. Shall not this tam- 
cc pering then allow us to objeét to the Evidence 
“© of Africanus, as no proper Witnefs in the 
“© Cafe?” 

If it be afked, whether any of the Fathers ex- 
prefly name this Cainan ? Mr. Yardley an{wers, Epi- 
phanius, in three feveral Places, menitioris him as 
the Son: of Arphaxad, ‘agreeable to the prefent 
Reading of St. Luke. And he fhews farther, that 


o 


o 


. 


that venerable Writer, as well as /reneus, Eu/ebius, 


and Clemens of Alexandria, \ikewife computes the 
Number of the difperfed Nations in a Manner thae 
is entirely inconfiftent with the Rejection of him. 
And Jafily, Gregory of Nazianzum alfo, with 
St. Ferom and St. Auguftine, reckon the Genera- 
tions in St, Luke fo as nec:ffarily to include him 
therein. Upon the whole then our Author fubmits 
it to the Learned, whether we have not fufficient 
Authority from what hath been faid, to conclude, that 
the prefent Reading of the Paflaze in Queftion is 
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true and genuine, fuch as the Evangelift himfelf jn- 
tended it. 

After having fixed Cainan, the Son of Arphaxad, 
in the Gofpel by St. Luke, Mr. Yardley proceeds, 
in the fecond Place, to fhew, that his Cainan hath, 
from the Beginning, borne a Place among the other 
Defcendants from Shem, in the Greek Tranflation 
of the Books of the Old Zeffament by the Seventy 
Interpreters. This Tafk he has already in part an. 
ticipated, by fome Things he has faid on the Heads 
I have been juft mentioning. For a farther Proof 
of the Point, he now adds divers other Obferva- 
tions: The Subftance of two or three of them 
follow. 

In the Book of Genefis, chap.x. 24. and chap, xi. 
12. Cainan is read in the Complutenfian Edit. of 
“a. D. 1515; in the Venetian or Aldine Edit. of 
15183 and in the Roman Edit. of Sextus V. 1587. 
The Reading of all which is confirmed by that of 
the Alexandrine MS. 

In 1 Chron. i. 18. the Complutenfian and Aldine 
Edit. have Cainan; but the Roman here leaves him 
out ; as it does likewife a large Part of this Chap- 
ter. Mr. Yardley fpecifies the particular Paffages ; 
and charges, as we fhall immediately fee, fome other 
Faults on this Edition: For thus he fays of it, 
«s If in this Chapter it omits thirteen entire Verfes, 
«¢ which the 4idine, Complutenfian, and Alexandrian 
<< Copies have, and part of another, —if the Names 
ss herein fet down, are feveral of them fo changed 
<s and altered, as fcarce to be known,—if in thefe 

feveral Omiffions and Variations it differs both 

from the Hebrew Text, and the genuine Verfion 

of the Law ; whether this be owing to the im- 

perfect and maimed Condition of the Vatican MS. 

trom which it was printed, or to any other Caule ; 

[ think no one can from hence fairly object, that 

the iecond Caizan did not originally belong _ 

66 the 
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«¢ the Zrue LXX Verfion, even in this Chapter ; 
«« efpecially when they obferve that the whole 
«¢ eighteenth Verfe, in which the Alexandrian, and 
«¢ all the other Copies read, .drphaxad begat Cai- 
ss nan, and Cainan begat Sala, is entirely wanting 
«¢ in this Edition.” 

Farther, that the Copies of the Septuagint in 
Origen’s Time, had this fecond Cainaz in them, 
appears from hence, that Procopius Gazeus, who 
lived about the Year of Chrift 500, remarked 
this Difference between the Hebrew Text and that 
of the LXX; and Origen diftinguifhes it with an 
Obelus in his Hexapla, to denote that it was in that 
Verfion, though the Hesrew Original had it not in 
the eleventh Chapter of Genefis.—Again, an anony- 
mous Author, cotemporary with Origen and 4/ri- 
canus, follows the LXX herein, and acknowledges 
Cainan. To thefe our Author adds but one Teiti- 
mony more, which, he thinks, muft perfuade every one 
to conclude, that this Caiman was in the Copies of 
the L.XX, even very near the Time in which that 
Verfion was firit compofed. This Teftimony is 
that of one Demetrius, an Hiftorian, under the 
Reign of Ptolemy Philometer, which we find in 
Enfebius’s Preparatio Evangelica, quoted from 
Alexander Polybifior, who had in his Writings cited 
it from Demetrius. This Quotation contains the 
following Piece of Chronology, wz. 


From Adam to the Time in which the) 
Relations of Jofeph went into Egyt, are> 3624 
Years, § 

From the Flood unto Jacob's going down 
into Egypt, are Years, 

From the Time in which Abraham was call- 
ed from amongft the Gentiles, and went 
from Charran into Canaan, unto the De- ¢ 215 


1360 


{cent of the Children of Urael into Egypt, 
are Years, 
O 3 From 
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From which Fragment, as our Author fays, it 
plainly appears, that Demetrius herein follows the 
Chronology of the LX X.—That their Chronology 
was at that Time (within about feventy Years after 
this Verfion was made) the very fame that it is in 
our prefent Copies.— And that herein Demetrius 
doth, and the LXX then did, include this fecond 
Cainan, and infert the Years therein to him apper- 
taining : For, without thefe Years, the aforefaid 
Calculation will fall fhort exactly 120 Years. 

This Mr. Yardley confirms by a Chronological 
Scheme, which he has drawn up agreeable to De- 
metrius and the Septuagint Verfion, 

And here he fhould now have left this Point, 
were it not for an Objection brought by Bifhop 
Uber, which he thinks it proper to examine. That 
venerable Paelate fays, that neither Onkelos, the 
Chaldee Parapbrafi, nor Jofephus, in bis Antig, 
b.1.¢. 7. nor Berofus the Chaldean, cited by bim 
an the following Chapter, where be fays that Abra- 
ham was born the tenth Generation after the Flood ; 
nov Kupolemus, @s quoted by Alexander Polyhitftor ix 
Eufebtus, do any of them acknowledge this Cainan. 
In anfwer to thefe Particulars our Author refpectively 
fhews, there is not the Jeaft Reafon to expect that Ox- 
kelos Thould infert Cainan in his Jargum :—T hat Fo/e- 
phus’s Omiffion isof no Confequence in this Zuftance :-— 
That Beve/us may be fo interpreted, as to ftrengthen 
inftead of weakening the prefent Argument :— And, 
jaftly, that Exvpolemus ought to be fet afide as an in- 
Jufficient Witicfs in the Caufe. 

And now he hopes, from what he has faid upon 
this Topic, he may be allowed to draw this follow- 
wig Conclufion ; that she Second Cainan ought not to 
be removed from the Place he holds in our prefent 
Copies of the Septuagint 5 fince he was neither de- 
Signedly, nor by miftake, inferied there by any later 
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Hand; but was originally placed there by the LLXX 
Interpreters who firft made that Verfion. 

Haveng thus fixed Cainan, as originally apper- 
taining, both to the Go/pel of St. Luke, and the Ver- 
fion of the L XX, our Author comes now, in the 
third Place, to the principal Difficulty ; which is to 
inguire with what View, and on what Authority, 
that E-vangelift has placed him in his Genealogy 
and to reconcile his doing fo, as well with the ides 
ivew Text, as with the Septuagint Verfion. In or- 
der hereunto, he firft reviews the Words of St. Luée ; 
and then, fecondly, fets before us, in coliateral Co- 
jumns, the Hebrew Text of the O/d Teftament, wiih 
which our Englifh Tranjlation exactly correfpoad: ; 
and the Septuagint Verfion of the fame Scrip - 
wures, 

To reconcile the Differences that appear between 
thefe two, he diftinétly examines the feveral Solu- 
tions that have been offered, either by thofe who 
think there was no fuch Perfon as Cainan ; —or thoic 
who grant there was fuch a Man, but do nor allow 
him to be the Son of Arphaxad, and Father ot 
Salah ;— or thofe who believe that Cainan was the 
Son of Avphaxad, and Father to Salah. 

The firft Opinion, as Mr. Yardley tells us, is one of 
the Solutions offered by Gomarus, who fuppoteth, 
that as the Words of St. Luke gre ambiguous, 
TOU SoKAK TOP Kosi» may be taken, as_ placed 
by Grammatical Oppofition, as /ynoxymous Terms, 
fignifying one and the fame Man, who is, for fome 
Reafon or other, called by thefe two Appellations ; 
as Chrift the Lord, Rom.i. 4. and Lebbeus, whofe 
Surname was Thaddeus, Matt. x. 3. And if it 
here be objected, that the Word Sov, though not 
expreffed, is to be underftood before the other 
Names, and therefore muft likewile be fo be ‘fore 
this of ‘Cainan ; he rephes, that both in the Begin- 
ning and End of this Genealogy, if it be at all ap- 
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plied, it is only metaphorically ; becaufe, in no other 
Senfe was Adam the Son of God, or Fe/us the Son of 
Fofepb. This Expofition is eafily confuted by 
Mr. Yardley ; and indeed is too weak to deferve 
any Confideration. 

The moft learned Archbifhop Uffer is alfo to 
be ranked under the foremoft of the foregoing 
Claffes, .He furmifes, that St. Luke might infert 
Cainan, not according to his ows proper Opinion 
and Judgment, but according to the Opinion of 
otbers; and fo the Certainty of his Being can no 
more be inferred from thence, than the Reality of 
Milchifedech’s Being without Father or Mother, 
can be argued from that Paflage, Heb. vii. 3. in 
which the Apoftle, in Compliance with the vulgar 
Opinion, fpeaketh of him in that manner ; or that 
Fofepo was really the Father of e/us,’ becaufe 
often called fo. Thus St. Luke ranges Cainan 
among the Anceftors of our Saviour, not becaufe 
he was really fo, but becaufe he was accounted for 
fuch by the Helleniftical fews and Chriffians, who 
ufed no other Bible than the Ver/fon of the LXX, 
wherein he hath a Place. : 

Thus, fays Mr. Yardley, this truly great Man 
propofes to folve this Difficulty, at the Expence of 
the Veracity of an infpired Writer. But he fhews 
the Undertaking is vain; that the Inftance of Mé/- 
chifedech is no way to the Purpofe for which it ts 
alledged ; and that the Hypothefis which it is in- 
tended to eftablifh, is not only groundlefs, but has 
a Tendency to weaken the Authority of the facred 
Writers.’ For himfelf he fays, 

‘© Upon the whole, if St. Lzke did record this 
«© fecond Cainan in his Gofpel, he undoubtedly 
«¢ placed him there, becaufe he knew there was 
«¢ fuch a Perfon, and that this Perfon bare fuch 
«s Relation to thofe others there named, as he hath 
ce afferted he doth.—For, to do as the Primate fup- 
rire pout | ——— 8¢ poles, 
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<¢ pofes, would have been to lay a weak and fandy 
‘s Foundation, unable to fupport the weighty Fa- 
«s brick defigned to be ereéted on it. But, on the 
«¢ contrary, I firmly believe, that both he and 
‘© St. Matthew have given us a genuine Genealogy 
¢ of our bleffed Lord ; fuch as will ftand the fe. 
<s vereft Examination, and fuch as might prove a 
«< ftable and folid Bafis, on which they might raife 
‘ the Mefiahfhip of the Holy Fefus, and the fub- 
¢ fequent Truths of his Gofpel.” 

Our Author now, in the fecond Place, confiders 
the Opinion of thofe who allow there was fuch a 
Man as Cainan, but not that he was the Son of 4r- 
phaxad, and Father of Salah, Thus, as he fays, 
Lyra will have Salah to be the natural Son of 
Arphaxad, and the adoptive Son of Cainan. Ac- 
cording to which, as he obferves, *“* St. Luke 
«¢ breaks into the regular Chain of the Genealogy, 
«< and that without any apparent Reafon, to give 
‘© us the two Parents of Salah, both by Nature 
‘© and by Law, which he hath not done by any 
‘ other of the Perfons named, and hath not given 
‘© us the leaft Hint that he hath done fo here.” 

Others imagine both Cainan and Salah to be the 
Sons of Arphaxad, and fo Brethren ; and that Cai- 
nan being elder of the two, died before his Brother, 
and left his Name and Inheritance to him, having 
no Children :— That when St. Luke faith, Salah, 
of Cainan, of Arphaxad, if we fupply it with the 
Words which are underftood, it ought to run thus, 
Salah, which was the Brother of Cainan, which 
was the Son of Arphaxad:— That this Cuftom 
of naming a Perfon from his Brother, is to be 
found both in Luke vi. 16. and és i. 13. where 
Jude the Brother of James, as he ftiles himfelf in 
the Beginning of his Epiftle, is called ude of 
‘James, as here, Salah of Cainan:—— That Mo/es 
omitted Cainan, probably becaufe he died ee 
| ue, 
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Iffue, and fo was no Progenitor to thofe Pa- 
triarchs whom he afterwards fpeaks of :— And 
laftly, that St. Luke inferts him, perhaps, to fhew 
that though Salah was not the eldeft Son of 4- 
phaxad, yet at leaft he had the Right and Pre. 
heminence of an eldeft Son, on the Death of his 
Brother ; or, it may be, for fome other good Rea- 
fon, which we at this time cannot guefs at. 
' In anfwer to this, our Author obferves, © that 
‘< though this Hypothefis hath fomething more 
¢¢ of Art in it, yet the fame Objections lie againft 
«< this, as againft the former; for they both de- 
<¢ pend upon mere Conjecture, and equally break 
the Connection of St. Luke. And both of them, 
ss whilft they are devifed to reconcile St. Luke with 
the Hehrew Text of Mo/fes, do exprefly contra- 
dic the Letter of the ancient Septuagint Ver- 
“* fon.” 

In the third Place, Mr. Yardley proceeds to exa- 
mine the Opinion of thofe that believe Casnan ought 
to be taken, as he {tands in our prefent Copies, tor 
the Son of Arphaxad, and Father of Salah, 

The Patrons of this Notion feem, he tells us, ta 
be divided into two Claffes; fome adhering to the 
prefent //eview Text ot Mofes; and others, fufpect- 
ing that to be corrupt, no !efs ftrenuoufly detend 
the Verfion of the LXX, taking it to be a faithful 
Tranflation from the Mo/aic Text, as it was in its 
Purity, about 280 Years before Chrift. To thefe 
he might, he fays, fubjoin a third Clafs, who infift 
upon the divine /n/piration of the Seventy Interpre- 
ters : But becaufe he does not fee how this Opinion, 
allowing it to be true, could be of Service to clear 
up the prefent Difficulty, he here beftows but a very 
few Words on it. With refpect to the others, he 
_ reprefents the Senfe of thofe who efpouie 
them, 


Firtt, 
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Firft, thofe who adhere to the prefent Reading 
of the Hebrew Text alledge, that it is no Objec- 
tion to the Being of Cainan, that Mo/es omits him, 
feeing it is no uncommon Thing in Scripture 
Genealogies for fome of the Intermediates to be 
omitted. And yet in thefe Inftances, the former 
Perfon named is faid to beget him who was perhaps 
either his Grandfon, or great Grandfon, or, it may 
be, further removed from him. Thus, in the pre- 
fent Cafe, when Arphaxad is faid to beget Salah, 
it may mean, not immediately as his Sov, but that 
Arphaxad was the Father, that is, the Progenitor 
of Salab, becaufe he begat Cainan, who begat 
Salah. 

If it be objected, that the ge of Arphaxad, at 
the Birth of Sa/ah, will by no means allow him to 
be the Grandfather of Salah , it may be anfwered, 
‘«¢ that there is no Impoffibility nor Improbability 
«¢ herein; and therefore when St. Lvke, under the 
ss Direction of the Holy Spirit, avers the Faét, it 
«¢ will be high Prefumption for any to object to 
“s his pofitive Teftimony, and to deny the Proba- 
«bility af the Thing.? We may, from our own 
Obfervation, Mr. Yardley fays, alledge many In- 
{tances where Men have been Fathers before 
the Age of feventeen or eighteen Years; nay, 
fome have been Fathers before they had com- 
pleated their twelfth, or their tenth Years; and, 
according to the Scripture Reckoning, baz could 
not have been above eleven Years old when AHeze- 
kiab was born to him. ‘* Can it therefore be 
«< thought impoffible or improbable that Cainan 
«© might be born when his Father Arphaxad was but 
‘¢ eighteen Years old, and that the fame Cainan 
‘© might have Sa/ah for his Son at the Age of 
‘« Seventeen ?” Efpeciaily when we confider, as 
lir, Yardley adds, that feveral Caufes may confpire 

to 
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to this End; of which he is at the Pains of 
giving us a Catalogue.—— To go on, 

Perhaps it may be faid, we have the prefent Fe. 
brew Copies true and entire, and Cainan is not 
there to be found. But yet, fays our Author, the 
Patrons of this Opinion cannot well object to 
St. Luke, for inferting this Name into his Genealogy, 
They may indeed queftion, if neither the Books of 
Genefis nor Chronicles mention Cainan, where did 
the Evangelift find him? To which we may anfwer, 
¢¢ that this Name might be retained in fome ancient 
«s Tradition of the ews, though not mentioned 
<¢ in the Scripture ;—that this Tradition was pre- 
<¢ ferved in the Verfion of the Seventy ;— that 
«¢ whatever Opinion the Evangelift might have of 
«© the Authenticknefs of that Tranflation, yet there 
«© he might find it, and, by the Illumination of 
«© God’s Spirit, be informed of the Truth thereof; 
«< and by the fame infallible Direétor of his Pen 
«¢ might be ordered to place Caiuan in this Part of 
«© his Genealogy of our Lord: Or, if this is not 
‘¢ fatisfactory, we may give a much fhorter An- 
«s fwer, that St. Luke was acquainted with, and 
«¢ affured both of the Perfon of Cainan, and of 
«¢ the Relation he bare both to Salah and Arphaxad, 
«* by him who throughly inftructed AZo/es, and en- 
<< abled him to record the Formation of the Hea- 
«* vens and the Earth.” — 

Mr. Yardley proceeds, in the next Place, to confi- 
der thofe, who, fufpeCting the prefent Hebrew 
Reading to be corrupt, ftrenuoufly defend the 
Septuagint, as a faithful Verfion of the original 
Text.— It is the Bufinefs of thefe, as he tells us, 
to vindicate the Tranflation they efpoufe, from the 
Charge to which it is liable, on account of its dit- 
fering from the prefent Hebrew Copies, wherewith 
they cannot reconcile it: For however the Name 
of Czinan being found in the one and not in the 

other, 
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other, implies no Oppofition between them ; yet 
the Years annexed in the one intirely contradicting 
thofe fet down in the other, both cannot be true; 
and therefore they are obliged to juftify the Verfion, 
and to invalidate that which now pafies for the ge- 
nuine Writing of Mofes. Accordingly Mr. Yardley 
has laid before us the principal Topics whereon the 
Proof of this Point is founded, amounting to nine- 
teen. After which he declares, he will not take 
upon him to determine this momentous Queftion, 
but leave it with the Reader to allow what Weight 
he thinks proper to what has been alledged ; his Con- 
cern being only to defend the Evangelift, in placing 
Cainan in his Genealogy of our Lord: And he 
hopes, by what hath been faid it will appear, 
«s That neither thofe who defend the prefent Hebrew 
«¢ reading, nor thofe who reject it, and infift on the 
« Authority of the Septuagint, have any Pretence to 1 
<< throw Cainan out of the Gofpel, or to tax the 
«< Evangelift with any thing unbecoming his Cha- yi 
«¢ racter, for allowing him a Place in it.” | 
He finifhes his Difcourfe upon this Subjeét, by 
fome Animadverfions on Mr. Shuackford, who has, it 





feems,expreffed himfelf in fuchManner upon it, in the yj 
firft Volume of his Connexion, &c. that it may be ' 
faid he has banifhed Cainaz, both out of the LXX, 
and out of the Gofpei. tf 


After fo large an Abftract of what Mr, Yardley iM 
has offered for the Solution of this weighty Difficulty, | 
which is the firft that occurs in the Confideration of ‘ 
St. Luke’s Genealogy of our Lord, I muft barely 
mention the others which he encounters in the Se- 
quel of it. The firft is the Variation of this Evan- 
gelift from St. Matthew in the following Cafe, vz. 
This latter gives us the Royal Line of the Kings by 
Solomon the Son of David; and St. Luke, on the 
other hand, traces the Defcent of our Lord, through : 
the Line of Nathan, another Son of the fame King | 

David. 
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David: As proceeding from him he reckons a Se- 
ries of nineteen Perfons, concerning all which the 
Old Teftament {ays nothing. Our Author’s An- 
fwer to this Objection depends upon this Propofi- 
tion: The Evangelift hath a Right to be believed, 
auhere the Old Teftament is filent. 

Secondly, after Neri, mentioned by St. Luke, 
ili, 27. we find Salathiel placed as his Son; whereas 
in St. Matthew i. 12. it is faid, Fechonias bezat Sq- 
lathiel; and Mr. Yardley has before proved, that he 
is there to be taken for his real natural Son ; confe- 
quently the fame Sa/athiel could not, by natural 
Defcent, be the Son of Neri. : | 

_ For reconciling this Matter, our Author fuppofes 

Salathiel might be Neri’s Son-in- Law, by efpoufing 
his Daughter ; or Neri, for want of Children ot 
his own, might adopt Sa/athiel, the Head of the 
fame Royal Houfe, as his Son and Heir: In a 
Word, if on thefe or any other Accounts he fuc- 
ceeded Neri in his Honour and Eftate, St. Luke 
might place him in this Genealogy as his Son. 

Some, Mr. Yardley tells us, have endeavoured to 
account for this Paflage, by fuppofiing the Sala- 
thiels in the two Genealogies to be two different 
Perfons, . This is a Solution which he difapproves. 
And as Mr. Whifton, in his Harmony of the Evange- 
lifis, has efpoufed and pieads for it, he very parti- 
cularly confiders the Arguments that Gentleman urges 
in Favour of it. He afterwards produces a French 
Commentator on the New Teffament, who, ashe fays, 
with good fhew of Reafon, offers a pofitive Proof, 
that the two Evangelifts by the fame Name mean 
the fame Perfon. For, he fays, <« if the contrary 
‘“s were true, Fefus Chri/t would be defcended from 
“© David by Nathan and not by Solomon, whereas 
‘¢ Nathan is never mentioned in tholfe Places of 
‘s Scripture, where God promifes David that the 
“© Meffiah fhould {pring from his Loins; but it has 

s+ always 








Art.14. ForSEPTEMBER, 1939. 203 


“© always been So/omon whom they have pointed out. 
¢ It is not conceivable that the Genealogy of Na- 
‘ than fhould be omitted in the Scriptures, if the 
¢ Meffiab was to defcend from him ; and yet the 
“© Old Teftament is profoundly filent as to any fuch 
¢ Genealogy.” The Conclufion this Writer draws 
from hence is, ** That the Salathiel and Zoroba- 
“© bel of St. Matthew are the fame with thofe men- 
‘ tioned by St. Luke; and that this latter Evan- 
¢ gelift ftiles Salathiel the Sonot Neri, becaufe he 
‘ married the Daughter of Neri, the Heirefsof the 
‘© Houfe of Nathan; and that in Zorobabel, the 
¢ Son of this Marriage; the two Branches of the 
‘ Houfe of David, that of Solemon and that of 
‘© Nathan, were united.” And therefore, I fuppofe, 
the two Evangelilts are perfectly confiftent, and 
both in the right, altho’ one derives Chrift from 
David thro? Nathan, and the other through his 
Son Solomon. 

Thirdly, Another Objeétion our Author an- 
{wers is this, that Zorobabel is by St. Luke made 
the Father of Rbe/a, * and by St. Matthew, the 
Father of 45iud |. But neither of thefe Names 
are found among the Children of Zorobabel, 
1 Chron, il. 19, 20. Mr. Yardley therefore concludes, 
either that he had otherChildren not there mentioned ; 
orelfe that thefe two are there fpoken of under other 
Names. ‘ On the Authority therefore of our faith- 
“ ful Hiftorian and infpired Evangelilt St. Luke, 
‘ we muft allow that Zorobabel had a Son called 
“ Rhefa, and that the lineal Defcendants from 
Rhefa were thofe whom he has mentioned in his 
Genealogy: In coliecting the Names of thefe the 
‘¢ Scriptures of the Old Leffament were no Help to 
him, none of them after Zorobabel being there 
{poken of ; fo that he had undoubtedly recourfe 
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<¢ to the Genealogical Tables at that Time extant 
<< among the Jews : From hence he extracted them, 
< and was fecured by the Spirit who guided his 
<< Pen, from fetting down any thing falfe or er- 
“< roneous.” 

Fourthly, It is again objected, that Levi and 
Matthat, which are in our prefent Copies at Verfe 
24 of the third Chapter, were not in the original 
Gofpel of St. Luke; and this is afferted on the Au- 
thority of /reneus, Africanus, Eufebius, Gregory 
Nazianzen, Ferom and Auguftin. Mr. Yardley has 
examined what may becalled the Teftimony of thefe 
Fathers ; and proves that the Objection in difpute 
cannot with any Stability be founded thereon. 

Our Author finifhes this fecond Part of his Work 
with a copious Explanation of Luke iii. 23. Jefus 
being (as was [uppofed ) the Son of Jofeph which was 
the Son of Heli. For the Underftanding of which 
Paffage he refolves the following Queries, Firft, 
Whether o/eph is here affirmed to be the Son of 
Heli ? Secondly, Whether the prefent Reading and 
Diftinctions of the Text are genuine and authentic? 
Thirdly, How Fe/us is here faid to be the Son of 
Jofepb ? And Fourthly, What Relation Fe/us, ac- 
cording to this Evangelift, bare unto Heli. 

As to the firft of thefe, Mr. Yardley fhews, that 
Jofeph could be the Son of Heli, only by fome le- 
gal Method. There is no Probability that he was 
fo by Adoption. Much lefs is he called fo in Pur- 
fuance of that Law which enjoins the Marriage of 
a Brother’s Widow, in order to raife up Seed unto 
the Deceafed. He muft have been fo ftiled there- 
fore, on account of his having efpoufed the Daugh- 
ter of Heli. In this Senfe, Mr. Yardley readily al- 
lows ‘Fo/epb was indeed the Son of Heli. But, adds 
he, * Doth it hence follow, that therefore St. Luke 
‘“¢ here affirms this of him? St. Matthew had given 
*‘ the natural Genealogy of Fofeph, and had 
‘* recounted 
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«© recounted moft of his Anceftors in a direct 
¢ Line from Abraham. Is the /nteution ot St. Luke 
‘the fame? If it was, he would have given us a 
¢ Series of the fame Names. But if it be faid, 
St. Luke traces the legal Defcent of Foferh by 
Heli his Father-in-Law, it is in other Words 
faying, (what we agree to) that this Evangeltit e- 
cords the zatural Genealogy of Mery the Du. 2h- 
ter of Heli, who was elpoufed to Fo/erhs; as 
St. Matthew doth that of o/eph, who was ihe 
Hufband of AZary. Here then there is no Occa- 
« fion for inferting Fo/eph in the Genealogy of 
“© Mary: And tho he benamed in this Verte, there 
¢ is no Reafon for thinking he here fupplies the 
¢ Place of one Generation, or comes in as a Mem- 
“© ber of this Genealogy.” That this is the Cate, 
Mr. Yardley fays, will appear more plainly under 
the fecond Inquiry, viz. ie 

Secondly, Whether the prefent Reading and Di- We 
{tinctions of the Text are genuine and authentic? i 

To this our Author, with a great Dilplay of Li- 
erature, anfwers: That he doubts not of a Word ie 
or Syllable of the Text, as it ftands in our prefent Ve 
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Copies. But then he begs leave to obierve, 1, That n 
the moft ancient Copies of the Greek Te/lament are 
all written in one large uniform f{quare Character, 1 
without any Stops or Accents, or any other Marks, i 
either to affift the Pronunciation, or to feparate or 4 
diftinguifh Words or Sentences. 2. That the ./c- ‘ 


cents, Stops, and the Parentbejis, are comparatively 
of a modern Introduction. 3. That theie are not 
of equal Auchority with the facred Text. 4. That 
It Is no way unlawful for us to alter any of thefe in 

r pretent Copies, when we have very good 
Gi sas for fo doing. 5. ‘Thefe Things being. pre- 
mifed, we may fuppofe, that tho’ the Words of the 
Text in Queftion, as they now ftand, are all ge- 
nuine and authentick, yet che Par enthelis i is wrong | 

placed $ 
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placed; and by this erroneous Diftinction, the 
Words are made to convey a different Notion 
from that which the Evangelift intended they fhould, 
And fo, inftead of Fe/us being (as was fuppofed) 
the Son of Fo/eph, which was the Son of Heli; the 
Text fhould be diftinguifhed in the following Man- 
ner; Fe/us being (as was fuppofed the Son of Jofeph) 
of Heli: or, in other Words, Fefus (who was /up- 
pofed to be the Son of Joleph) was the Son of 
Heli. 

After feveral Reafons for juftifying this Conftruc- 
tion of the Text, Mr. Yardley proceeds, in the third 
Place, to inquire how Fe/us is therein faid to be the 
Son of Fofepb. It appears, as he fays, from hence, 
and from many other Paffages of the New Te/tament, 
that he was the reputed Son of Fofepb, who had, 
according to the Cuftom of the ‘ews, efpoufed the 
bleffed Virgin, and being thus the Hufband of her 
who was the Mother of efus, he had the Honour 
of being ftiled his Father, Not that he contributed 
any thing towards the Birth of him, for he was 
born of a pure Virgin, and had no real Father but 
God. But as Fofeph was deftined to protect the 
Mother and her divine Infant; as the Law had en- 
trufted him with the Care of both; as his Piety 
moved him, as a Parent, to prefent the Infant to 
God, and to redeem him at the accuftomed Price, * 
and afterwards to maintain and educate him ; hence 
he was by the facred Writers ftiled his Father, and 
by thofe who were ignorant of this divine Myftery, 
{uppofed to be fo. 

And now in the fourth Place our Author goes 
on to inquire what Relation Fe/us, according to 
St. Luke’s Account, bare unto Aeli. He obferves 
chat from what hath been already faid under the fe- 
cond Head, it appears that Fe/us is here faid to be 


* Luke ii, 23, 24. Num. xviii. #5. 
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the Son of Heli; that as he had no immediate Fa- 
ther here.on Earth, being born of a pure Virgin 
without the Concurrence of Man, he mutt there- 
fore be the Son, that is, the Grandfon of /7eli, by 
his Daughter Mary, the Mother of our Lord. He 
was only the /uppofed Son of Fofeph, but he was 
truly and by mediate natural Defcent the Son of 
Heli. 

To this is objected, as Mr. Yardley tells us, not 
only the Hypothefis of 4fricanus, but alfo the Tra- 
dition of the Ancients, that foachim, not Heli, was 
the Father of the bleffed Virgin. As for the Hy- 
pothelis of .4fricanus, our Author has confidered and 
tully confuted it, in the tenth Seétion of the third 
Part of his Work; tothe latter Objection he pres 
fently an{wers, 

Firft, That if this Tradition is to be relied on, 
neither St. Luke nor any other of the evangelical: 
Writers have recorded the Name of the Virgin’s Fa- 
ther ; and confequently have all of them neglected 
to record the real,and natural Genealogy of our blefs 
fed Lord. 

Secondly, This Tradition hath not the leaft Foun- 
dation in Scripture, Some deliver it one Way, fome 
another; and our Author fhews, that none of its 
Patrons have any folid Grounds for their Opinions, 
It’s built only on fome fpurious Pieces, fuch as the 
Book of the Birth of the Virgin, falfely afcribed to St. 
Fames of Ferufalem, anda Tract of the Nativity of the 
Virgin Mary, which is among the Works of St. e- 
rome. ‘* Surely, fays Mr. Yardley, on the Credit 
© of thefe Books, we can have but little Encourage- 

ment to affert that Joachim, and not Heli, was 
the Father of the Virgin Mary; and this Affer- 
tion will feem the lefs likely to be true, when we 
“ obferve, that the Latin Church did not inftitute 
** the Feaft of St. Foachim and St. Anne, his Wife, 


*€-but fince the twelfth Century: And that after- 
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«s wards the Name of Yoachim was ftruck out of 
<< the Roman Breviary by Pope Pius V. and re. 
‘<s {tored only in the laft Age.” 

There is one way indeed of reconciling this 
Tradition with Mr. Yardley’s Scheme, and that 
is, by fuppofing the two Names to denote the 
fame Perfons ; for, as he fays, either they might be 
two diftinét Names of the /ame Perfon, which was 
very cuftomary among the Fews, or they might 
be both the fame Name; the fame in Significancy 
at leaft, though the Letters and Syllables differ, 
“° Fehoiakim, the Son of Fofah, was likewife 

called ‘feiakim and Eliakim, the Signification 

of the Word being ftill preferved ; allow then 
that Foachim, {aid to be the Father of the Vir- 
gin, might alfo be called Eliakim; and then 

Heli, or Eli, will be no more than the fame 

Name, after no unufual Cuftom, contracted or 

fhortened.” Gerbard Vofius thought this to be 
the real Cafe ; fo did Bifhop Montagu ; fo like- 
wife did Chriftopher 4 Caftro, who cites two Fewifh 
Rabbies to this Intent ; and the learned Dr, Agjjls 
feeims to have had the fame Sentiment, 


Here our Author clofes the fecond Part of his 
Treatife : We fhall take a brief Survey of the third 
and lat Part of it hereafter. 


ARTICLE 
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ARTICLE. AV: 


This Epiftle was conveyed to me by the 
General Poft. 


Zo the Author of the Letter to the Bifhop of Ox- 
ford concerning the Trinity. 


S ZR, 


Take the Liberty to fend you fome Remarks on 

your Letter to the Bifbop of Oxford, which 
may not perhaps be wholly unferviceable to you, 
efpecially if you fhall think fit to give this Subject 
a fecond Thought. The firft Thing ‘I would obferve 
to you is, that your Arguments to prove the ah/olute 
Equality of the Three Perfons, or that Unity of 
Subftance, which you fay belongs to them, are chiefly 
taken from the Books of the Old T, oftament. But you 
muft remember what has been long ago remarked 
by as good a Fudge, I believe, in thefe Matters as 
any in the Kingdom, that Arguments taken from 
the Old Teftament, to prove the Divinity of our 
Bleffed Saviour, prove only the /gnorance of thote 
that bring them. And indeed it mutt be allowed, 
that they ; are of all others the moft uncertain and 
unfatisfactory, as they depend in a great meafure on 
what cannot really be depended on, I mean, the 
Ld:om of the Hebrew Language, which, like the Fea- 
tures af an antique Face, is now io worn by Time, 
as hardly to be made out even by thote who are bet 
acquainted with it, Wowever, I will confider the 
feveral Proofs you have to ofier. and point out 
where the Miffakes of each appear to hie. 1 fhall 
wave your Obfervations about Sudbjiance and Perjon, 
and proceed to your ninth Page, where you begin 
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to fhew how the Scripture attributes an Unity of 
Subftance to a Trinity of Perfons. Your Arzument 
is this: The Scripture refers the Creation of the 
World to the Concurrence and Operation of Three 
Perfons, Gen. i. God (Father) made the Heavens 
and the Earth. And P/ai. xxxiil. 6. By the Word 
of the Lord (Son) were the Heavens made, and all 
the Hoft of them by the Breath of his Mouth; 
that is, by his Spirit: From whence you would in- 
fer, by as ftrange a Confequence as ever was drawn, 
that therefore thefe Three are egual, are One. One 
would think, St. Pau] might have fet you right in 
this Point ; where he fays, that God created all Things 
by Fefus Chrift.—Your next Argument is, that the 
Generation of the Son, and Proceeding ot the Holy 
Ghoft are faid to be eternal. Suppofe they are; 
you are to prove ftill that all Eterna/s muft be equal 
in all re{peéts.— You have two Proofs more, the one 
taken from Fehovab, the incommunicable Name of 
God, being given to the Son and Ally Spirit; and 
the other from that Prayer to our Lord, recorded in 
Aitsi. 24, 25. But I muft-beg Leave to tell you, that 
the firft is a very weak one; and the latter is an extra- 
ordinary Cafe, at the Eleétion of a new Apoftle, who was 
to be appointed by Chrif?. The fecond publick Prayer 
you take notice of, 4éfs iv. 24, 25. is not an Ad- 
drefs to the Spirit, but the Father. The Words are, 
ALODITA, 50 6 O68 6 woitoees TOV ov pevdy —6 Sia SC- 
MaTG dats. You fay, it was the Spirit of the Lord 
that /pake by David, ‘but furely you muft know that 
God is faid in Scripture, to /peak and do him/elf, what 
he /peaks and does by his Spirit.—1 come now to your 
twentieth Page, where I find you have fadly dealt 
with St. Raul, and tortured the Apoftle to make 
him fpeak your own Words, You ought to ex- 
plain yourfelf, and give fome Reafon for that 
firange Verfion of yours, who being in the Form of God, 
did not value the certain taking away (from him MY 
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the being equal (Natures) in God; for I can fee no 
fuch Thing in the Greek.— You are guilty of fome 
Fault again in the next Page, where you render 
ei¢ SbEov Oo waTpds, in the Glory of God the Fa- 
ther ; whereas every-body knows that ¢i¢ does not 
fignify in, but into or unto: And this you fay is 
evident from the eighth P/a/m, where you muft for- 
give me, if I can fee no fuch Thing —— I hope you 
do not intend that for an Argument, which you 
have taken from Methodius : See the Abfurdities of 
it; It was not good for Man to be alone, therefore it 
qwas not good far God to be alone ; from whence it 
follows, that God is not felf-fufficient, but wanted 
fomewhat to make himfelf happy, as d4dam did. 
You might as well prove that God muft have Eyes 
and Kars, becaufe thefe are Perfeétions of the human 
Nature. Your Verfion of x Timothy ii. 5. is, 1 
think, #ew.—— I hope you will be as good as your 
Word in proving, shat the denying the fupreme God- 
head of our Lord is by him declared to be the only 
unpardonable Sin, which, if you make out, [ will 
venture to fay, that you have the Talent of proving 
any thing from any thing. 1 conclude with a Prayer 
of our Church, in which all of us will join, 
That it would pleafe God to bring into the Way of 
Truth all thofe that have erred and are deceived. 


Auguit 30. T am Your's, 
1739: 
PHILALETHES. 


P 4 ART I- 
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ARTICLE XVI. 


A Treatife of Diffolvents of the Stone; and on 
curing the Stone and Gout by Aliment, 
Shewing, by Reafon fupported with Experi- 
ments, and Cafes, the Probability of diffolv. 
ing the Stone either in the Kidneys or Blad- 
der, and of preventing the Returns of the 
Gout by fuitable .‘lment, with proper Rules 
of Diet. Intermixed with Objervations, 
which fhew how Perfons of different Confti- 
tutions, and alfo of different Habits of Body, 
cubether too lean or too fat, fhould regulate 
themfelves and their Diet, for the Preferva- 
tion of their Health. To which are added, 
Directions of Diet proper for Perfons afflict. 
ed with Colds, Fevers, Coughs, Afthmas, 
Cholicks and Pains of the Stomach, Coftive- 
nefs, nervous Difeafes, Cachexies, Dropfies, 
Tumors, or Scurvy. The Whole formed for 
Ujefulnefi in Families. By ‘Theophilus 
Lobb, MM. D. and Fellow of the Royal So- 
ciety. London: Printed for James Buck- 
land, at the Buck zn Pater-nofter-Row, 1739. 
Odtavo. Pages 450, befides a copious Index, 
and other Appendages. 

“* HIS Work is infcribed to the Prefident, and 
_ to the Council and Fellows of the Royal So- 
ciety of London, ‘The Preface contains an hiftorical 
Account of the Occafion of compiling it, with a 
Variety of Hints fome way or other relating to its 
Subject. It confifts of twenty-two Chapters. The 
firit contains a Letter to Sir Hans Sloane, wherein 


our Author declares his Reafons for apprehending 





that feveral of our ufual Aliments have a Quality 
diffolvent 
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diffolvent of the Calculus. This is dated Fune 15, 
1738. It is followed by an Account of fome Ex- 
eriments made with the Juice of Limons, about 
the aforefaid Time, on a Stone-marble, a Fragment 
of the Portland Frieze-ftone, a Fragment of White- 
marble, and an Alabafter-marble, with fome JRe- 
marks on the Effects of that Menftruum upon each 
of them, Laftly, We have an Epiftle to Dr. Crom- 
qell Mortimer, in which are a few Obfervations that 
have a Reference to the foregoing Experiments. 
The fecond Chapter alfo is a Letter to Sir Hans 
Sloane, fhewing the Probability of obtaining a Dif- 
folution of Stones in the Kidneys and Bladder by 
fuitable Aliment. The Confiderations on which our 
Author grounds his Hopes of fo invaluable a Def- 
deratum in Medicine are thefe: 





1. The Conftituent Parts of the Human Calculus i 
are thefe four, viz. an alkaline Salt, Air, Oil and We 
Earth; the two former of which make far the at 
preateft Part of the Stone, either in the Kidneys or Ve 


Bladder ; the Proportion of Oj#/ being little, and 
that of the Earth much lefs, 

2. The Conftituent Parts of the Calculus exift in a 
all human Bodies ; that is, a/kaline Salts, dir, Oil, 
and Earth ; but in atime of Health they are only 
in fuch Proportions as render them yfeful in the ani- 
mal Oeconomy. 

3. The Conftituent Parts of the human Calculus 
are 100 abundant in Perfons afflicted with the Stone ; 
and likewife in thofe who are troubled with the 
Gout; the tophaceous Matter, excreted at the Joints 
of fome gouty Bodies, and the Calculus, having the 
fame Conftituent or Component Parts, tho’ with a 
Difference in the Proportions of one fort of Particles 
to the other. . 

4. The firft Formation of a Calculus either in the 
Kidneys or the Bladder, and every Addition to it, 
or Increafe of its Bulk, is by Particles of alkaline 

Salts, 
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Salts, Air, Oil and Earth derived from the Blood, 
and brought down to the excretory urinary Duds 
with the Urine flowing from the Blood, thro’ each 
Kidney, its Pelvis and Ureter, into the Bladder, 

5. The Blood is replenifhed with the alkaline 
Salts, Air, Oil and Earth, by means of fome of 
the Jngefta, or Things taken into the Stomach as 
Aliment. 

6. Alkaline and Alkalefcent Aliments, ufed to a 
certain Degree, do communicate (what I think may 
be fitly called) a petrifying Quality to the Urine of 
fuch Perfons. : 

7. As the Calculus is produced and increafed in 
Bulk by means of Alkaline and Alkalefcent Things 
received into the Stomach, fo it feems reafonable to 
think it may be diminifhed in Bulk, #. e. gradually 
diffolved, by means of other Things of 4 contrary 
Quality received into the Stomach. : 

The Truth of this laft Confideration (as the Dr. 
tells us) may be inferred from the enfuing Propo- 
fitions. 

Firft, The Urine may receive Qualities from the 
Things taken into the Stomach. 

Secondly, If a Quality diffolvent of the Calculus 
can be fo communicated to the Urine, then may 
the Calculus, either in the Kidneys or Bladder, be 
diffolved ; becaufe then the Urine will be a diffolvent 
Liquor, continually wafhing firft the Ca/cui: in the 
Kidneys, and then thofe in the Bladder. 

Thirdly, There are divers Vegetables in frequent 
Ufe as Aliment, which will diffolve the Calculus 
out of the Body. 

Fourthly, There is therefore Ground to think a 
Quality diffolvent of the Calculus may be Communi- 
cated to the Urine of Perfons afflifted with the 


Stone, by proper Things taken into the Stomach as 
Aliment. rit 
e 
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The third and eleven following Chapters com- 
prehend a Collection of CLXXXI Experiments 
made with Calculi and the Juices of Vegetables or 
other Liquids, Thefe are all recorded in the moft 
circumftantial Manner that can be, and attended 
with many very ufeful Obfervations and Inferences, 
The Reader will fee how carefully the Experiments 
are regifter’d by this fingle Specimen, 


EXPERIMENT XLVIII. 


December 29, 1738, I put two finall Cakuli into 
one Ounce of the Fuice of the Apple called Non- 
pareil, one weighed a Grain and an half, the other 
but half a Grain. 

December 30, They ftood in a warm Digeftion 
ten Hours. 

January 1, They were ina warm Digeftion eight 
Hours. 

January 3, They had a warm Digeftion nine 
Hours. 

Fanuary 4, I examined, and found them both 
bard. 

In Digeftion fix Days, and twenty-feven Hours 
of it warm, 

I fhall now mention fome of the moft valuable 
Informations refulting from that great Variety of 
Trials our Author has related. And thefe are, —That 
the Fuice of Turneps, the Decoétion of them, and 
confequently boil’d Turneps, Cyder and Codlins, have 
each of them a Quality diffolvent of the Stone in 
human Bodies. That Mulberries is a Fruit which 
may fitly be eaten for communicating to the Urine 
a Quality difolvent of the Stone either in the Kid- 
neys or Bladder. That Mylbéry-wine may an{wer 
the fame Intention, Strawberries have a Quality 
diffolvent of the Stone. A Degree of Heat, equal 

fo 
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to that of the Blood, renders more efficacious the 
diffolvent Quality of Strawberries, as well as of 
other Vegetables. Brandy is an Impediment to the 
Aétion of the diffolvent Juice on. the Calculys, 
Strawherry-brandy diluted with Water is a good 
Remedy againft the Stone either in the Kidney or 
Bladder, Vinegar is a good Diffolvent of human 
Calculi, and may be ufed for communicating a dif- 
folvent Quality tothe Urine of Perfons afflicted with 
the Stone. Juice of Eiderberries has the like Pro- 
perty, fo has that of Burgamot Pears; which laft 
Fruit may be eaten for that Purpofe. Other Things 
that may contribute to that good End are, drinkin 
Honey and Water ; ufing the Juice, or rather De- 
coction, of Parfley, Golden-pippins or Non-pareils, 
Bread has an excellent Quality diffolvent of fuch 
Stones as are in the Kidneys and Bladder of Men: 
It is beft to eat it dry, ina Morning fafting, and 
to drink a moderate Draught of River-water after 
it. Chocolate and Coco (which Jaft is a Decoétion 
of the Shells of Chocolate-nuts) are very prover Sorts 
of Aliment for Nephritick Perfons: So alfo is Milk, 
which, to our Author’s Surprife, difcovers a diffolv- 
ing Property. Both the Fuice and Decoflion of Cel- 
lery are very active Diffolvents, and may with great 
Advantage be eaten both raw and boiled in Soops. 
Cucumbers are mighty effectual this Way. So is 
eating of boil’d Leeks, and drinking the Liquor in 
which they are boiled. The Juice of Sorrel is an 
excellent Solvent, and the Herb is good in Sailad, 
or for making Decoétions. Hops have a Quality 
diffolvent of the Stone, very ftrong and active ; and 
therefore a Decoétion of them may be a good Re- 
medy againft it. 

With regard to Liquors commonly ufed, our Au- 
thor has found, That red Port-wine, efpecially 
when mixed with Water, will contribute to the 
Diffolution of fome Sort of Calculi. So will Tent, 

Madera, 
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Madera, Sack, and, above all, White Port. Rai- 
fin-wine is of fome Efficacy alfo, and moft fo, when 
mixed with three times its Quantity of Water, /- 
derberry-wine, diluted with}W ater, will diffolve fome 
Sorts of Calculi; and therefore, as Wine taken in- 
to the Stomach is diluted with the Contents of it, 
and likewife with the Fluids’ fecreted into the 
Bowels, Elderberry-wine, by itfelf, when a fpiri- 
tuous’ Liquor is needful, and at other times di- 
luted with Water, may profitably be drank by Per- 
fons having the Stone. Monmouthfhire Cyder is 
happily furnifhed with a Quality diffolvent of feve- 
ral Sorts of Calculi : Southam Cyder and Hereford- 
foire Cyder are hkewife good; Any of thefe fimple, 
or mixed with Riverwater, may fitly be drank by 
People afflicted with the Stone, provided they are 
free from Nephritick Pains, and‘upon Trial find no 

Pain produced by drinking them, 
This is the Subftance of the Majority of our Au- 
thor’s fcatter’d Obfervations on the Effeéts of ‘his 
Experiments ; there are others which are laid to- 
gether, and compofe diftinét Chapters. Thus the 
fifteenth contains fome Inferences from the Experi- 
ments made on :Calculji with Wine; with Remarks 
concerning the Nature, Virtue, and Ufes of Wine, 

Cyder and Brandy. | 
In this Chapter Dr. Lobd tells us, that till his 
late Experiments and further Confideration convince’ 
him he was miftaken, he apprehended that Wine 
contributed miuch to the Production of the Stone 
and Gout; whereas by many Trials he has now found 
that Wines and Cyders have a Quality diffolvent of 
the Stone. The Charge ought rather, as he fays, 
to lie againft animal Food, which contains all the 
Conftituent Parts both of the Stone and Gouty Hu- 
mours, ViZ, alkaline animal Salts, @nimal Oil, Air 
and Earth; and which therefore may be juflly 
condemn’d as the principal Caufe ‘of thefe dreadtul 
Diftempers, 
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Diftempers. Hence it is evident, that Perfons much 
afflicted with them, fhould totally abftain from eat- 
ing of Flefo; and when, being throughly recovered 
from the aforefaid Difeafes, they return to it, it 
fhould be in a fparing Manner, with Vinegar or 
Verjuice, or the Fuice either of Limons or Civil 
Oranges in Satices, and likewife with fuch a Fre- 
quency of acid or afce/cent vegetable Aliment ac- 
companying it, as will, affifted by due bodily 
Exercife, prevent the Increafe of the animal alka- 
line Salts beyond the Standatd of Health. 

Many of the Obfervations which fill up this 
Chapter, on the Ufe of Wine, Cyder, and other 
Spirituous Liquors, may. be of great Service to al- 
moft every Reader of them. Our Author very 
nicely diftinguifhes in what Cafes, and in what De- 
grees, they may be indulged. Of Waness he fays, 
they are all either acid or afcefcent Liquors; and 
confequently oppofite to every morbid Rauslicy in 
the Blood of an alkaline Kind ; and fo fat from con- 
tributing to either Stone or Gout, that a proper Ufe. 
of them is more likely to retard the Acceffion of 
thofe Maladies.— As to the Virtues of Wine, though 
they agree in fome general Qualities, yet they are 
in fome refpects different : Thofe of the red Colour 
are commonly more aftringent than thofe that are 
white. But all of them that are in moft frequent Ufe 
have thofe Properties by which they attenuate vi/cid 
Humours upon a Mixture with them; and; mode- 
rately drank, they deterge the Membranes of the 
Mouth, Oe/ophagus, Stomach and Bowels ; they 
contract fomewhat the mufcular Fibres, render the 
Vibrations of the Arteries and the Aétion of the 
Heart ftronger, the Circulation of the animal Fluids 
quicker, and the Spirits, or nervous Fluid more 
brifk, and the Mind more chearful. Our Author 
has often prefcribed it for a Cordial to Perfons un- 
der Sicknefs, that never ufed to drink it in ame | 
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of Health; but it is more needful for thofe who 
have been accuftomed to drink plentifully of it 
every Day. It is very proper many times in the 
Declination of a Diftemper, and after the Body has 
been reduced by long IlInefs, or debilitating Evacua- 
tions, whether by Bleeding or Purging. But note 
withftanding all thefe Commendations of Wine, 
our Author warns us againft drinking it in too great 
Quantities, as a pernicious Practice. 

His Obfervations on Cyder give our Author an 
Occafion of recommending Apples as one of the 
beft Peétorals in the vegetable Kingdom. He has 
quoted fome Proofs of this from Dr. Baynara’s 
Hiftory of Cold Bathing , and he relates a Cafe of 
his own Knowledge which very much enforces 
them. It appears from all, that this Fruit is of 
extraordinary Virtue and Efficacy for curing old 
Coughs, Difficulties of Breathing, and other Diforders 
of the Lungs depending on the fame Caufes, both 
in Man and Beaft, The Apples moft conducive to 
thefe goods Purpofes are not thofe that have a rough 
auftere Tafte, but fuch as have either a thin acid 
Juice, as Codlins, or thofe that are mild and grate- 
ful to the Palate, being arrived to full Maturity. 

Apples and Cyder, the Doétor afterwards fays, 
may be of fervice in the Faundice : Which Opinion 
he juftifies by a Reprefentation of the State of 
Things in the Body under this naufeous Diftemper. 
He thinks they may alfo prove beneficial to thofe 
who are afflicted with Melancholy, or any byfterical 
or hypochondriacal Diforders: And this he is inclined 
to fuppofe by the Confideration of the Condition 
of the Blood and Bile in fuch Patients. 

After fetting forth the pernicious Effeéts of Dram- 
drinking, the Doétor changes the Scene, and en- 
larges on the Ufefulnefs of Brandy in many In- 
ftances. When taken into the Stomach, it very 
much increafes the Tenfenefs of the Veflels, makes 
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their Vibrations ftronger, abates the Laxity of the 
fecreting Tubuli, \effens their Diameter, and aug- 
ments the Heat of the Blood in proportion to the 
Quantity of it that is taken. It is indeed, the 
Doétor fays, very ferviceable in Medicine, both for 
external and internal Ules: And he has fometimes 
advifed it with remarkable Succefs tn Fevers attended 
with a colliquative Loofenefs.* 

As for the Ufes of Brandy, mixed with other Ali- 
ments, there are feveral Cafes, the Doctor fays, in 
which it is proper. As, 

1. When Perfons have fed fo much on acid 
Vegetables, as to render the Fibres of the Stomach 
and Bowels too lax ; and know it to be fo by having 
too many Stools; then’ the putting fo much Brandy 
to Water, as will bring it to the Strength of Small 
Beer, makes a fuitable Drink for them. 

2. When they have an acid Quality predominant 
in the Contents of their Stomach, and almoft every 
thing they eat or drink turns /owr in it; and they 
have flatulent, griping Pains in the Stomach or 
Bowels ; then Water with fome Brandy, as direéted 
above, makes a Liquor proper tor their Drink, to 
be taken warm: Or, two Spoonfuls of Brandy, a 
Pint of River Water, and fo much Chalk finely 
powdered, as will .lie on a Sixpence or Shilling, 
mixed together, and fweeten’d with double refined 
Loaf-Sugar to the Palate, will be a proper Drink 
to be drank warm at their Meals, inftead of Beer, 
io long as thofe Diforders continue. 


* The Dodtor here tells of a Gentleman near Seventy, who 
was exceeding ill of a Fever; his Pulfe very quick, his ‘Tongue 
very dry and biack; he had-a violent Lootenefs, and an un- 
quenchable Thirft: Under thefe Symptoms our Author ordered 
him two Spoonfuls of French Brandy in a Pint of Water for his 
immediate Drink: This quickly abated them; and the taking 
now and then a Draught of the like Mixture for one fort of 
Drink, did, probably, contribute very much to his fpeedy Re- 


covery, 
3. When 
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. When their Stomachs are io weak as sjio: to 


bear any folid Food; and they have a Difike of 


all forts of Gruels, Broths, Panadas, and fuch like 
liquid Diet ; and Mi/k becomes the only Alimenc 


that will fit eafy in their Scomachs ; then a Glafs of 


Water, with fo much Srandy as will bring it to the 
Suength of Wine, may be allowed; or a Spoontul 
or two of Brandy, ina Pint of Milk, may properly 
jerve for the fame Purpofes. 

Buc with all this, our Author declares, he does 
not know any one Cafe that requires Brandy to be 
drank by itfelf. And as for Perfons that are /az- 
guine or chi lerick, who havea firm fief, Fibres too 
tenfe, and Bowels coftive, they fhould not meddle 
with it in any Form. What is here faid of Brandy 
is applicable to all diftilled Strong Waters of equal 
Strength, 

It was our Author’s Intention, he tells us, to have 
given Tables of the feveral Sets of Experiments, 
that every one might more fully be convinced, that 
the Event of any of the Experiments did not de- 
pend on the Minutenefs of the Calculi, but on the 

uality of the Liquors in which they were digefted, 
and the Quality of their own Contexture: But, 
for Brevity-fake, as he fays, he gives only one, 
ag a Specimen; and then a general View of the 
Refult of his Inquiries, by dividing the Things 
that have been tried on Caéculi inta three Clafles, 
ci. the flronger and the weaker DissOLVENTS, 
and the NON-SOLVENTS. 

In the feventeenth Chapter of this Work, con- 
taining (as the Title is) General Od/ervatiens trom 
tie Experiments, with Remarks on the Ute of 
Things ftronely flimulating , 4 tind an Account of 
four different Ways whereby the Cal/cz/as may be 
diffolved. Some Paffages of it may pleafe the cu- 
ridus Reader 
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Every Calculus is compounded of four different 
forts of Particles, viz. of dir, animal alkaline Salt, 
animal Oil, and Earth. 

The Calculus jthen may be diffolved, Firft, by 
whatever feparates the Particles of the dir, and 
forces that Fluid out of it.—— For as the Particles of 
the Air are intermixed with the other forts of the 
component Parts of this Concrete ; fo when they 
are diflodged, and forced to pafs out of it, there 
will in confequence thereof be void Spaces or Dif- 
tances between the other component Particles of it ; 
that is, it will be diffolved. 

Secondly, Another fort of Caufes by which a 
Calculus may be diffolved, are thofe Things which 
alter the Lexture and Figuration of the alkaline 
Saits in it; for it is eafy to underftand, that the 
Caufes which produce fuch an Effect may deftroy 
the Cohefion of the Particles of the alkaline Salts 
with the Particles of dir, Oil and Earth. And 
this feems to be the Way of Solution, when Ca/culi 
are diflolved by means of Acids. 

Thirdly, Another kind of Caufes productive of the 
Difiolution of a Calculus, may be thofe Things which 
deftroy the Figure and Quality of the Particles of 
animal Oil, which are component Parts of it ; be- 
caufe a Diffolution of the Stone feems to be a natural 
and unavoidable Confequence of deftroying the Fi- 
gure and Properties of any one effential Part of it. 
This feems to be the Way, when a Cakulus is dif- 
folved by means of Onions, Leeks, Cabbage, or any 
Vegetables of the like Nature: The diffolving Par- 
ticles of fuch Vegetables may act on the Particles of 
the avimal Oil, which are in this Concrete, as the 
acid Particles of an acid Diffolvent act on the Par- 
ticles of alkaline Salis ; and in this Manner accom- 
plifh the Diffolution of it. 

Fourthly, There is yet another Way in which a 
Calculus may be diflolved ; that is, by thofe T -_ 
whic 
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which may attract the Particles of Earth that are 
intermixed with the other component Parts of it 
more ftrongly than they attract, or are attracted by 
the other Particles they cohere with. 

Our Author apprehends, confidering the great 
Variety of the Diffolvents he has difcovered, that 
the Calculus may be fometimes diffolved by one of 
the aforementioned Ways, and fometimes by an- 
other, according to the Nawre of the diffolvent 
Aliments ufed by the Patient. 

The latter Part of this Chapter difcuffes the Fit- 
nefs or Unfitnefs of f{timulating A/iments or Medi- 
cines where there is a Stone in the Kidneys. 
Dr. Lobd is an utter Enemy to them in every Shape. 
From Obfervations he has made, it appears, that 
terrible Exffeéts may be produced thereby, viz. moft 
exquifite Pains, /uflammation of the Parts affected, 
a Fever, a Suppreffion of Urine, and a {peedy Death. 
When the Stone js inthe Bladder, they fhould be very 
cautioufly ufed, and never adminiftered in Quan- 
tities large enough to ftimulate ftrongly the Solids. 

In the eighteenth Chapter, which recites fome 
Cafes of Perfons who have found great Relief 
againft the Stome, and Recovery from nephritick 
Symptoms by Vegetables in common Ufe, as Ali- 
ment; we have an Account of fuch admirable Ef- 
fects of Onion Fuice and drinking Oxion and Leek 
Water, as muft greatly encourage thofe who la- 
bour under them, to follow the Courfe there marked 
out. Imay fay the fame with regard to the Prac- 
tice of eating one mouthful of dry Bread fajting 
every Morning. 

In the nineteenth Chapter of this Treatife, our 
Author difcourfes on the Prodadvility of curing the 
Gout, as well as the Stone, by ifuitable Aliment. 
What he there advances is confiderably ftrengthened 
by the Contents of the twentieth Chapter, where 
we have a Detail of the Cafes of the Reverend 
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Mr. Thomas Sleigh of Highgate, of the Reverend 
Mr. Fofeph Denbam, of the Reverend Dr. De/a- 
guliers, and of an Officer in his Majefty’s Guards, 
who has lived near fifteen Years on a vegetable 
Diet 5 together with our Author’s Remarks on 
each. 

The twenty-firft Chapter acquaints us with the 
principal Things to be intended and endeavoured 
for Perfons afliéted with the Stone and Gour, in or- 
der to their Recovery, with fome general Rules pre- 
liminary to the Rules of Diet. Theie Rules of 
Diet are the Matter of the twenty-fecond Chapter, 
which is the Jaft of the Work. I will clofe this Arti- 
cle with a few Paffages from one and the other 
of them. 

The Means of removing the Stone and Gout, 
recommended in the twenty-firft Chapter, are, 
1. To alter the Quality and diminifh the Quantity 
of the alkaline animal Salis in the Blood: To which 
acid and afcefcent Vegetables, and Liquors of an 
acid Quality are conducive. 2, To increafe the 
Force or Strength of the Action of the Heart and 
Arteries when it 1s deficient: For which Purpofe a 
moderate Ule of Wine, and of Aromaticks, fuch as 
the ufual Spices, is very convenient. 3. To de- 
{troy that vifcid Quality which often is in the Fluids 
of thofe who have the Gout: To which End, it is 
requifite to drink plentitully of {mall acid or a/ce/- 
cent Liquors, and at the fame time ufe fome aroma- 
tized Aliments for ftrengthning the animal Solids. 
4. To deftroy the Cohefion of the Parts of zouty 
Humours, and to diffolve any Stove that has been 
formed in either of the Kidneys or Bladder : This 
Intention is to be accomplifhed by a right Ufe of 
thofe Aliments which have a Quality diffolvent of 
the human Calculi. The Management of this moft 
important Point is what we are inftructed in by - 
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Jaft Chapter. But before our Author erters there- 
upon, he, in the Sequel of this, premifes fome gene- 
ral Rules which fhould be obterved by al] Pertons, 
efpecially by thofe afflicted with the Sone or Gout. 
I fhall barely mention what he enlarges on very 
copioufly. 

The firft Rule is, to w/e daily and moderate Ex- 
ercife ; which is neceffary to ftrengthen the Solids ; 
to comminute and excrete redundant alkaline 
Salts; and to promote the paffing of the Cal/culous 
Matter (as the Parts of it diffolve and feparate) trom 
any Stones in the Aidueys, thro’ the Ureters, and 
out of the Bedy. MW. B. That Sort and that Mea- 
fure of Exercife, is however to be avoided, which 
either occafions Pain, or fatigues the Body. 

The fecond Rule is, To abjtain from thofe Sorts 
of Aliment, at leaft from that Quantity of them, 
that will contribute to the Incrveafe of the Stone, aud 
of gouty Humours. 

The third Rule is, Zn the Ufe of Aliments to pre- 
fer thofe, which by Experience each Perfun finds beft 
to agree with bis Conftitution, and mojt eafily to di- 
geft in bis Stomach. 

If this Article were not already fufficiently long, 
I would here adjoin our Author’s Keflections, fol- 
Jowing this laft Rule, on the Diticrence there 1s be- 
tween the leveral Sorts of Animal Food, and of dil- 
folvent Liquors, on the Modus of Digeftion, and 
the Diverfity of Relifhes, and, | may fay, of digs ftive 
Faculties, that are to be found in ieveral Perious. 

The fourth general Rule is, Yo u/2 no kind of 
Aliments, (tho? they have a Quality diffolvent of 
the Stone, and are capable of altering, and evacu- 
ating the Geuty Humour) which occasion Pain in th. 
Stomach, Bowels, Kidneys, Ureters, Neck of tie 
Bladder, or in the Joints, or in any Part of the 
Body; or which happens to difagree with the S10- 
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In the laft Chapter, confifting wholly of Rules 
for the Regulation of Diet, our Author expatiates 
largely on the Nature and Virtues of Cow’s Mile ; 
which in Truth deferves all the Commendations 
that can be given it, as not only a nutritive but de- 
lightful Liquor ; not to reckon the many Sorts of 
pleafant Food which it effentially enters into the 
Compofition of: Let me add, that he vindicates it 
from a noxious Property which has been objected to 
it. Honey and Sugar alfo the Dr. recommends, 
Taken temperately, and in proper Cafes, there are 
not many Things, he fays, more beneficial than the 
latter: The Ufe of it is very proper for Perfons 
that are foo fat. 

It would be wrong here to enter into Particulars, 
I have faid enough to give my Readers a Notion 
of the Work before me; and 1 have contrived as 
well as 1 could to make all that I have extraéted 
from it with that View, ufeful tothem. Let it fut- 
fice now only to add, that in this Chapter, which 
cannot be peruled too often, all thofe Meats and 

rinks are carefully {pecified that are proper to the 
Perfons for whole Benefit this Treatife was defigned,; 
the due Quantities of them are nicely affigned, and 
the Methods of rendering them moft efficacious 
pointed out: The Temper of the Air, and what 
we term the /Veather, is likewife confidered, as it 
may affect our Bodies, and is conneéted with the 
foregoing Particulars. In a Word, the Caufes of 
icveral Diftempers are detected, and Remedies for 
them prefcribed ; and fuch a Regimen recommended, 
as may be fubfervient to the Prefervation of Health, 
or happily reftore tt. 
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ARTICLE XVU, 


Hiftoire des Revolutions de Hongrie ou Pon don. 

ne une Idée jufte de fon legitime Governement. 
That is, The Hiftory of ‘the Revolutions of 
Hungary, exhibiting a genuine Draught of 
the ancient legal Conftitution of that King- 
dom. Printed at the Hague, and fold by 
P. and J. Vaillant, oppofte Southampton- 
{treet in the Strand, London. 


¥° HIS Work, in duodecimo, confifts of fix 
Tomes.. The firft contains the Hungarian 
Hiftory thro’? a Period of fix hundred ninety-nine 
Years, beginning 4.C. 1000. The Second brings 
down the Hiftory from the Year 1699 to the Year 
1705. The Third comprifes the Tranfactions of 
the lacer Part of the Year 1705, and the former 
Half of 1706. The Fourth deduces the Story of 
the Hungarian Affairs from 1706 tothe Year 1711. 
The Fitth and Sixth Tomes. are wholly taken up 
with the Memoirs of the famous Prince Francots 
Racotsky, and the Count Bertem NIKLos: 
Thefe commence in the Year 1703. There is at 
the End of the fixth Tome an Index to the whole 
Work. The Editor has prefixed to the Firft the 
following Advertifement. L’Qavrage que je doune aw 
Public, &c. That is, as literally as I can, 

The Work here prefented to the Publick is 
compofed of three different Pieces. The firft is an 
Hiftory of the Revolutions of Hungary, trom the ear- 
lieft Times tothe Year izr1. The Author, who 
chufes to be Anonymous, is undoubtedly of that 
Country: For it is altogether improbable that a 
Foreigner fhould be fo perfectly acquainted as we 
f£nd he is, with the Laws, Privileges and Cuftoms 
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of the Hunzarian Nation; and although the Stile 
of his Fiiftory 1s. purbcicory pure, yet in fome 
Places thé Idiom is fuch as will warrant this Opinion, 

Thefecond Part of. this Collection comprehends 
Prince Ragotsky’s Relation of the Hungarian War, 
from. the Year 1703 to the Conclufion of it, 
Every one who reads it muft be fatisfied that ir 
really came from the Pen of that illuftrious Writer, 
The’ utmoft Care has been taken to print it exactly 
after the‘Original, without the Alteration of a Sy)- 
lable ; being ‘perfuaded that every Man of Tafte 
would chufe rather to fee it in its native Simplicity, 
than with any borrowed Graces. 

As for.the third Piece that enters. into this Com- 
pofition, which is Count Bet/em’s Narrative of the 
Troubles of Tranfylvania, our Editor fays, he can- 
not give the fame Character of it as of the fecond: 
He will not warrant its Authenticity. It was 
firft printed about three Years ago in France, 
‘though ‘it was .dated. from Amferdam in the 
Title-page. Our Editor has in this’ Edition re- 
trenched feveral Superfluities which were in that; 
retaining only what was’ requifite to give the Reader 
a true and full Idea of the Commotions of 71 an/jl- 
vania, and afford him a ftill further Light into 
thofe of Hungary, by the ftri&t Connexion there is 
between the Affairs of thofe States. This was in- 
deed the fole Reafon that-determined him to annex 
this Treatife to the two former. 

The proper Names which occur in this Work are 
every where conformable to the Manufcript from 
which this Impreffion was copicd. There is pre- 
fixed to the firft Tome a curious Portrait of Prince 
Ragotski, which we are affured is no imaginary one, 
as is frequently the Cafe in Things of this Nature, 
but a perfeét Refemblance. There is likewife at 
the Front of this Volume a Map of Hungary, 
Lrarfylvania, and Sclavonia, by G. De Lifle, . 
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cipal Geographer to the ‘moft Chriftian King, and 
Member ot the Royal Academy of Sciences, 

Prince Ragotsky has infcribed his Memoirs to 
Gop, under the Stile of the Erernat Truth. 
This Dedication is in a very uncommon Strain, and 
may be looked upon as a Curiofity. I have here 
fubjoined the greateft Part of it in his own Lan. 
guage, fearing | fhould not reach the Spirit of it in 
a Tranflatign. 


Epitre Dediwatoire a la 
Verité Eternelle. 


I je me croyois conduit par la fuggeftion de l'efprit 

humain, ce feroit, 6 VERitTE’ ETERNELLE! 
une préfomption criminelle, de vous offrir ce 
Ouvrage. Car le pafsé, le préfent, & Pavenir, vous 
étant bien mieux connus qu’ a moi, je regarderois 
comme une folie de vous cacher les faits, & comme 
un péché de donner une fauffe couleur a ceux que 
je rapporterai. Le feul defir de rendre temoignage 
a Ja Vérité, lequel vient de vous, m’a perfuadé que 
mon intention en procédoit auffi, puifqu’on ne peut 
vous rien offrir de plus digne de vous, que votre 
Ouvrage, -entrepris dans Ja feule vue de vous glo- 
rifier & de vous exalter. 

Loin de moi la pensée hardie & téméraire, 
d’avancer dés l’entrée de cet Ouvrage, que tout 
ce que j'ai a écrire eft venu de vous! fi ce n’eft 
eniant qu’il aura été conforme a votre divin Efprit, 
quoiqu’il n’ ait pas été fait directement pour vous, 
puifque la plus grande partie de ce que j€crirai a été 
Pouvrage de la cupidité, qu’on ne fauroit jamais 
trop deplorer. Mon coeur vous en fait le trifte 
detail dans mes Confeffions: mais il ne ceffe de 
gémir, car mon péché eft toujours préfent 4 mes 
yeux. Mais feroit-il convenable, derappeller devant 
yous mes fouillures, & des actions qui n’ont eu 
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pour la plupart d’autre principe que l’inftin& de 
Pefprit. humain, dont Pobjet avoit été la vaniré, 
Porgueil, & Pefprit du Monde, vos ennemis, qui 
ne produifirent que des ceuvres qui fe terminoient 
en moi, commefen la fin de l’amour-propre & d’une 
gloire profane? Me glorifierai-je de telles ceuvres 
de ma criminelle Superbe? Souhaiterai-je de re. 
tracer ici ce quidevroit étre pleuré avec des larmes 
de fang? Rechercherai-je enfin dans Ja Poftérité une 
mémoire & un nom immortel, qui eft I’Idole des 
Princes Mondains ? Vous feul favez que ces abo- 
minables motifs ne font pas les miens. C’eft pour- 
quoi, prenant pour guide la Vérité toute nue, fofe, 
& ETERNELLE VERITE’ ! vous dédier cet Ouvrage, 

I] contiendra un recit fuccint, & non une exagé- 
ration, de ce que j’ai fait. Je vous ai, dans les 
Livres de mes Confeffions, exposé devant les hom- 
mes lintérieur de mon coeur, Ici je reporterai aux 
hommesdevant vous, mes actionsextérieures. I]s fau- 
ront par les prémiéres, quels fureni les motifs quj 
mes firent agir: ils connoitront par les fecondes, 
fe que jai fait. Je ne fouhaite rien, finon que par 
Ja connoiffance des prémieres, ils reconnoiffent que 
je fuis un pécheur, & que vous étes un Dieu plus 
rempli de miséricorde que de juftice ; enfin que 
vous étes un Pere tendre, & que jai été un en- 
fant prodigue. 

Qu’on voie donc, & qu’on difcerne par la lecture 
de cet Ouvrage, ce qu’on doit croire des affaires de 
Hongrie. Mon language fera libre devant vous, 
6 Lumiere de mon coeur! Car votre bonté excufera en 
moi les manquemens de mémoire, qui pourront étre 
réparés par les Protocolles, par les Documens, par 
Jes Lettres, & par les Relations de ceux qui étoient 
fous mes ordres, qui font confervées dans mes Ar; 
chives, par ot la Poftérité pourra ajouter 4 ceci bien 
des chofes particuliéres, ou tranfporter celles qui ne 
{ont pas rapportées en leur place, Quant 4 ce qui 
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regarde mon fentiment fur ceux qui m’étoient alors 
fubordonnés, ou fujets, j'ai réfolu de méprifer les 
jugemens que les hommes en feront, parce que je 
dois rapporter devant vous. Or comme aucun 
Prince n’a pu éviter les fufdits jugemens, je regarde 
comme plus heureux, ceux qui en agiffant felon le 
mouvement de leur confcience, les ont méprifés 5 
que les autres, qui fe fondant fur les principes 8& les 
maximes d’une fauffe Politique, fe font étudiés 4 fe 
les concilier, ou a les fuivre. Je fai que jexcuferai 
bien des chofes, que la voix du peuple a condams 
nées; que j’en condamnerai d’autres, que l’ignorance 
du vulgaire a prifées, ou eftimées. Que le juge- 
ment de ce que je dois rapporter, foit toujours 4 
vous, 6 VERITE’ EreRNeELLE! Que la gloire 
vous foit rendue, de ce que le Letteur trouvera de 
bon, ou de louable; puifque toute bonte & toute 
vérité de la créature ne peut émaner que du Créateur, 
Ainfi, il me faut ingénument a vouer que les dons 
qu'il m/’a fait 4 moi, quoiqu’indigne, ont été les 
biens du Créatur ; & par conféquent il n’en falloit 
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Jimplore donc votre fecours & votre lumiere, 
pour ne point m’égarer en m/’éloignant de vous, 
Que je me repente toujours des actions qui ne vous 
ont pas eu pour objet. Que je rapporte cependant 
ceque je n’ai pas eu honte de faire en votre pré- 
fence. Ce fera votre ouvrage, lorfque vous m/al- 
derez a furmonter l’smour-propre & le refpect hu- 
main, qui. fut autrefois l’Idole que j'ai fouvent re- 
gardé’ plus que vous dans mes actions, Recevez 
cette pure intention que j’ai, de’ rapporter la vérité 
toute nue dans ce que j’ai fait. Je crois qu’elle 
émane de vous, afin: que la Poftérité vous en rende 
gloire, & apprenne 4 diftinguer le vrai d’avec le 
faux ; que vous foyez feul exalté, & mom indignizé 

‘Mon ingratitude jvient maniicitees par tous ceux 
qui lirent ceci, 
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ee ee 7 XV, 


A Propofal for Publifbing by Subfcription, The 
Hiftory of the Life of M. Turvius Cr- 
cERO, im Englifh, By Dr. CONYERS 
MippLeTon, of Cambridge. 


ti HIS Work, which is now ready for the Prefs, 
contains, not only a particular Relation of al] 
the Aéts of Cicero’s Life, but a general Account 
of all the Affairs of Rome, through a Period of 
fixty four Years, the moft memorable and intereft- 
ing of any in the Roman Hiftory ; in which, after 
many Revolutions and conclufive Struggles for 
Liberty, the Republic itfelf was finally opprefied, — 
It defcribes the civil War between Marius and 
Sylla, and the Advancement of the Ariftocratical 
Intereft, or the Power of the Senate, which was 
eftablifhed by it: The fubfequent Tumults in the 
City, to reverfe that Settlement: The Confpiracy 
of Cataline, and the Confulfhip of Cicerd; which 
confirm’d the Authority of the Senate: The In- 
trigues of the popular Faétion, to drive Cicero 
trom the Adminiftration of Affairs: The Violences 
of Clodius: The firft Triumvirate, or triple League 
between Pompey, Craffus, and Cefar, to deprefs 
the Senate, and to ufurp all Power to themfelves: 
The Exile of Cicero, which was the Effet of it: 
His Reftoration ; Management of the Triumvi- 
rate; Government of Cilicia: The Part which he 
took in the War between Pompey and Ce/far ; His 
Behaviour under Ce/far’s Reign: The Confpiracy 
againft Cefar; and his Death: How Cicero fup- 
ported the Confpirators ; and by the Effect of his 
Counfels, drove Antony out of Jtaly: The ae 
of 
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of the Confuls, Hirtius and Panfa, in the Battles 
near Modenas by which Ofavius being made too 
powerful to be managed by Cicero any longer, 
united himfelf with ntony and Lepidus, and formed 
the fecond Triumvirate, which deftroyed both 
Cicero and the Republic. 

The Grounds of all -thefe Events are opened 
and explained from the moft authentic Teilimo- 
nies, efpecially from Cicero’s Letters, and other 
Writings ; and the Charaéters of all the principal 
Aétors in them are diftinétly drawn, viz. of Ma- 
vius, Sylla, Pompey, Craffus, Cefar, Pifo, Gabinus, 
Clodius, Marcellus, Sulpicius, Cato, Antony, Curio, 
Brutus, Caffius, D. Brutus, Trebonius, Lepidus, 
Offavius, Hirtius, Panfa, &c. 

To the End of the Hiftory there will be an- 
nexed a particular Review of Cicero’s Life and 
Character ; a Defcription of his Villa’s, Eftates, 
and Manner of Living ; a Judgment on his feve- 
ral Writings ; an Explication of his Philofophy and 
Opinions; a general Scheme of his Politics: To- 
sether with the beft Account that can be colleéted 
of his Son, and a Charaéter alfo of Atticus. 

There are inferted likewife occafionally, through 
the Body of the Work, particular Explanations of 
all the Offices, Laws, Cuftoms, Ceremonies, Titles, 
&c. which are proper to illuftrate the Conftitution 
of the Republic, and the Manners of the Roman 
People ; fo that it will be of Ufe to all who read 
the Clafick Authors, and more efpecially to thofe 
who defire to underftand Cicero’s Writings. 

This Hiftory is propofed to be printed after the 
beft Manner, and with proper Ornaments, in two 
Volumes in Quarto, and will confift, by Compu- 
tations of about an hundred and forty Sheets ; the 
Price to the Subfcribers will be a Guinea and a 
half for the fmail Paper, and two Guineas for the 
large ; of which one Guinea is to be paid at the 

Time 
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Time of fubfcribing, and the reft at the Delivery 


of the two Volumes; and no more Copies are in- 
tended to be printed than what are fab{cribed for, 


Su BSCRIPTIONS are taken in by W. Innys and 
R. Mansy at the Weft End of St. Paul’s ; 
F. Gy wes in Holooarn; W.THURLBORN at Cam- 
bridge; J. Lzaxe at Bath, and J. Hitpyary 
at York. 





